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^iPohi 3fj)o Thn^rq 
(i«fh|-aj Bmpi) 

yTtftrai WH-MfturBT 


^ 3 fcnSRT, 2001 

fatRT: fJRcHlft TTTTF'TT 3ftr IJTr ^ % TJ?T 3TSRT ^ 'Wfli / Ol ^ WcT if 3mRlf 4 


R. 37/1/2001-^^O^t.— 1995 if TTSIT ^RTt^lcI 7?tHT ctfa? 3Tf?t14mT 1975, 

CTSTT #RT^E tRo? (mfeoT mpt m^TR, T? RTmuMt ^f> cf>T 3UcPeR cTOT 
TTTTg^H 3fr? SltcT f^m, 1995 cfjf QJR if T^cT §<f: 


cf3. grmjjjjjt 

i virnar <£ Hefei 4 f^Rrfcite mr trr rut & 

(i) Prfe 5nf?tcpr^ (M mi 5uter^ mn f) mi f4mfr $ ctft 

4 ^ X*er feTO, g®EPT, WfTTS, ?ft2JFTT,4o 3Jxf 3TR ORRR 

ffeZfT fefO, 34? Ao ^5^TcR f^Rlte feTO, |9cft 4 fcTfecT 3TT4R 5ITR 

pTT an 1^ra4 ^HcTIcSt 3<k 3R3 3U4?R (\ TJ i) 

(f^r %t\ <m nm t) 4? ^ srom mi 4 4raffcffi 

$ nrm mi auRtw ritt 4 |nj mp Rif^m mm ^5t t 1 
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(ii) ITTfteft ^ £RT SR^cT for? Tpi KSR ^ifT PTTCT ^ 3TTWR <R 

^?ff $ wnft ^ 3TraTcr Wtl ^ f^fa feTCTT t I 

^ ^cRT f^PTRt cfc vPT-f^RPT 5(5) ^ SF^TR WEf ^3M g?T W&T# % TT^ 
M cfr ^cTTcTItff ^RT RTSRT g> A KM g> 4 3T$RJftcT f^TT; 

(iii) ^ falM 6 3FTM,2001 ^ ^ PI<fapR> ^MT Rift cfft f^T KRcT c£ 

WT, 3RMRR 3 JWiTftlrf fcJ^TT MT ftRRf, gRT ^?fi ^ ^eT cf5t 3RW ggl 
^r f^ratfcRT ■eT^cRT, f^^Pm ftwr wet ^sm 3if^xpn ^ 

f^TT MI t' (f^r KTg ^6|cS gp^ ITT fclf^^l^'S cKjjM 'ift g7gT MT ^ gfR 

gg #PT?[ccP 3Tf^TPT, 1975, eft 3FJ?£ft I c£ TffaRJFRT 3R2M 69 g> cTM 
cP%cf’ % $ 3TRTTcft $ RgEI # KTMM RRf ^ Eft ^ I 

(iv) PTrf^lchi'?! ^ fTTcT ftgWt (f^FT^ Wlx! 4lR|cE|cPa) gRT PIKeM cfRcfR rp^ ^ gffg 

Rerm i??frf^n??Rt Eft TrftRte ftt tm Kfcr »RJt afR ftm 6 ( 2 ) ft 3t^tr 

* 

PF# folftM ft TTKft fftgRi ft 3TRM E[R]ft cf>J 3PRR KgFT fftgr I 

(v) Kitoftt ft gTM ft fftf^FTgg pt?m ft w arrmcr^f ftr tpWFf ^ert ftt 
Kfft ftftt ftft KK Eft cTTft?I ft xfTcfrfl f^ft ft fttcR 3TRft fftgR fcT%cT RK ft 
3TETM EfRlft EFT ^piTcf f^TT I 

(Vi) cftftR WTR Tft ftfalSJoEF ftft (ft! ft i ftt) ft WEf ^%cT ftTfeT cf^t 

fcrf^PT^/ifrf^T 3I^FFT cf^ 3TmRfi ^ sfft STREET c^pl' cR 3T^tEr fcfRTT 
W SIT I 

(vii) ^ 'vJ^RlcR f^RTR 6(3) ^ 3T^3R EJlf^T ^ 3 FMe[ 3RT c[5t ^ 3Tf^T 

5TR f^raWi sfRTFf^^ti $ ^TTcIRti cFt ^Rpsi ^R^l| I 
(viii) fllfsTcMfl ^r f^FT 6 ( 4 ) $ 3F3^R TFTtT ^EFfT KM cfrti $ feR ^ FRTE? 
TPJRPSI KcT ^ ^ ^ HTcT f^nrWf, TJTtolcMt gRT ^RT fcRZTT W t, 

EFt JR'ITcfcft 




[*nni—TSFsi] 


'HKCl : 3TOI^K U I 
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1 , 3Tcf 'iaicfl^l RwP-i'f'fl (ftt ?ft) 

2. 3TI? TJ cf> RRPre?T 

viH<HT$' MUKl^q 

1. ■tptTFT ftMH #f#fT RRftcbH *F. feTO 

2. ^TcT WT3 Rife'S'! fefO 

3. f^3TT3fT-^m RRPlehH fcTO (jfRrfePHT) 

(ix) ft?TCf 3TT? TJ f^ftcRT 3ft? fto 3Tef ^Tcft^l PRPpRT, ^ f 3ft? 'dddl'ft 

J iui v r ^i fto ^3 tft^pt tfrfft?r <n? ?tft f^rfe ?Rcn^ ^ qrf&f&q qft-3TftftfcRT wft, 

fto fefijSTT Wqftt fcTO, ’JSTFTS’PT 3ft? fto ^3TP1^T ^ lM ^3TR 

Rfft ftcbH ^ft ?f «P 3TPRJtRTT cpT qTO f3TT ajT I 3F*T f^ft 

ft qftf vkh fft?n i 

(x) v j ~q ? 1 cKI PRFT $ f^RFT 6(5) cfc 3Tg?TT? PtRtd flTfftwft ft ft? 3T#T ^ ft? 
affef l P i tp wftcFvnsft 3ft? ftft qfftlftfft 34fti33T ?m^fr ftt 3ra?i? f^n 

«n vftt qreq, srfft 3 ft? wttm ^ftt «rf^ ^f yp ftt ?t^ ?Jcrt w^ci ^? 
?RFftr t 1 wet ^3rm 3rfft?£eHT ft ^ ’ft sWua fft?n w «n % 3 rt qftf 

qiftf ftt fftsftPcT ?FRT ft? ftfa? ft ?t^f^TcT 3Rfft Plikd q>? ?T^ft t I 

(xi) ffto?ft f^RT ?ra^ ft?fr ft? ^1 mi' til qft Prpt 6(2) ft? 3Rj?n? vsrm ft? 
«nft ft ?j*ht ftt ^Tf aft 3ft? ^rft ^ snifter fft^n w srr fft? ft 3jqft 3rqft ft^T ft? 
pTiltd<-hT/‘^5cMMcfrft cfft jR^TTcTcft cRT ffttl'iRd ?FRT eft fttd? ftft eft? 3dl£ ft I 

W RqWi / vicMM^ ^ft? ?rf^r Puto cfft ftftr ^ ^iRraq, 
cfft qpt ^dirt qft ftf ft^t aft 1 
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(xii) EET^I ^ foTE fter 6(4) E* ST^ER ERE A feffeEES'S/ElRficH 

ElijeXI E> PTRfclRad W 3TTETEE?r/87)E? cZJimR4t cET EE* m*eieo 1) ^ «ft; 

^0 f^RTeTT tef 

4o Ete^jE ■fc^snfvjr, fe-E^ 

EtE Rr(h<E El^o^i E^5 E). 5TT.fo7. ( 

ERE HK«Id, cpIc-IEEdl 

^fTE 3isf fWlEE fcTO, EleftETE 
Ef^E ^EcEH RTOfefO, El? feed) 

Xl'-Pld ^YTcT EfevrlE (5170)1010, ERd 

EE4TftET W fao. e^ ftooft I 

EElfe, ferfepE^/Etf^E ET^cE c£ ftefcTRjcT 3TTETcTE>t gRI MRe 5RE A ErR 
feRT EET «TT:- 

• ^fO fel?ldl 

• Ao ftet, 

• 4o cEvj||ReI Rl^ldEYI, Ef feooD 

• ^0 ERE 5JoI tel ^fter 57TO feTO, E^t 

• ^0 feRTE tefte (tf%ET)57TO foTO, 

• 4o tePE RRfter (^f%ET)5rro fero, ee| 

(xiii) Eifejcbi<r>rl1 ^7 ffrfcT ^ ET^ ^ 3<fdR«w «zfft ED) EE ^T, Eft 5R*pT ER f^E EE ^ I 



[*IFTI—1] 
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(xiv) snterft ^ icrf^r^T 1%cT^ srt irvJct wfr <£ 3Ffw%r 3RT 

5ntoRt srt Rfr Tpft >Hi4^Rch ^ Rq 3 ^qd*i r| afk ^r %ra^ 
wftt £RT RRfeM $ leg? ^cTT m\ I 

(xv) snteRt 3RT otcrw M tffaT rra> ^ *r Rra g»t ^ i 

(xvi) iJlRlchlchdi 5RT 5RgcT cfot ?\$ 3TTETR *R ^IHRS:*41<£d eR3T teicft (^ft 

3RJRR ’TRtT 3 R«T^ cR^ $ vJdlldd eft $tddH RTHcT 3fR RTR eft 
^TFt cRTT eft cTPTR cR f^?M ePTft c£ foTV ^ETRT ?ft ^Rc'TRRT RPTR 
^T ift fcRcfaR f^T W 8TT cTTfcp ?Tg W RRRTT RT Refr f^j W WR Rife ft 
ebH T TRFRt^t ^ tRcJ^ vjeil J l ^>T Rfcf 'dHIkl ^ftf ft feT^ WpR gftn I 

(xvii) * * * *TF fftFT gR Rf^RJxRTI 4 illftl«b|ebdty3Fq’ 1%'d^ tfrfM gRT ftrftd RTEfR 
iR JR^cT ftt Rf ^xRfT eft ^?ltcn t 3fk f^RRtf ft ftcffa mtaft 3RT ft ftm ft 
RRT ^RTT ft I 

(xviii)^ RRT 1 3T^R,2000 ft 31 *mf, 2001 cRfJ eft 3Tcrf^r ft ftp 7 eft ^ ft I 

*f) ^iRlcblcbclf ft ffttTR 

2. % Rf£w$S CI$<Ri ft TJT^T ft fftnft <MT :Rdft mR u IIH'WW 

vit|l■‘I ftt ^ ftft ft ft^ET ft pMlelRsd Rxir oqcKI [cbk' ft- 

i) ftfa % fftftcft ft ftftei ft, ^llRlcMcbft ft cfi^T t 1% Rdicb 31 *ft,2001 ftt 
ft*TT ^RJ> ft. 28/2001 (^ ~S\) $ ^ RTfrf^T $ R^fTR RRT 

^STRT ^ 5RfRRM #^T vdddl^l tRRREJ if RFTRT ^ ^ fcT? qR^f^d RRTRT 

^ ^ 3RST 'd'cj^dch t, Rq % rra; jW RrafoiT Wft 

wnW 3TcRt^r3i 3fR •iiiRicbichdl $ sfR rftr rtcf^ 

^ amiR^RtoT RT ^gT t 3^R ^?T ?TCJT ^5t f% til' alRldfl ^T JpEileH $ 

RR ^ ^ Rg^ijot 3TcR^ # I 
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^ E ^ cfr TRET ^TteTcfnlt ^ d IH I'd ♦Jed EE ETET E% ^cMI^EE if ^ ^EI E% 
vkdlEE\ 3T«lfa ifO 3TTT E E> R^ftcRf, E§t E^EE ^rff 3TTER ET ft>ET t I 

PlE^d <plHd EE Eldl El(dE>|c|'>d'i ^ Hitt 3TRTTcfr E>t Tft 3irf XJTfj ceRe cfr 

3TTETR TR fcfRJT tri t 3fr? W, TTJsft 3 Rt, Eid&ffld WI tsfoTE 3fR 

ExTE TTET^f E* #1 if ^HldV^fi EE ETET faET EET t I 

viM^Ed cfc EfTER ER difdcr>|cr>ai ^ ETET fcfrET t' f% ERt Ri«l<€; <^i) % dgd 3lf^R> 
ETEE Hlftw % Eft E? ERET £ ERE ^ RTE^T ET$ EEE?T EET afR ElRd E?RE EE 
3TT t I ElRlEEEKlT % E? ETET toT t ft? ^rRT EF?Re ^TET t f^RjWf E>T 
■^ddE EREcRR eTTEE E?t ERjoft ift 1?T Ei?t % I 

E) MeE> 1 3lldldd»1 3jfc 3Rt fcwg ETfM E> Rw 


ftijidEff E> (^tik 


3. 


^0 ER E ^ ^ T* | gfft 3PE Mddft % RhRR 3E Rtqf&Rli E>t t~ 



[ ’Tm i—73-crs-1 ] 


'TOT ^ tl'JTMS) : 
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^rrfr ^ 

i) R8TT Rjfijp % anwjcfjrtl R^tRcf \ XJ i $ RTRRR ’JcR' 4> 5RR ^5RT RTSR 

tR - fcRTR [^ij| RR7 % fuRRt kj>!<?^ ^|MK f^TSTTf^cT vjcfc 'df4<nl TP pft RI? 

RR ^TTSR R# t I R^f^RT R^RR ^ft RTR>fcIR> RStRcfi RR *ft MHlf&W> R^f 

?t ^R^ft t I RRt% 3TR.TT i£ «fr \ V f RR ^5P fofe> t, Wft 

RR f^WTRR 4ld4Vd 5TR RR RfacT R? RRRT t 1 PR ftWR f^RT 
RRT ^TTSP R R^RoT PPRI^R ^fctRT R> RTSR R> 3TRTR 3 RR=|RR RoTR t «ff^ 
3JTW 3ik c^cjeT 3TftppepT t fuR* RR^ft R>l4<CTf^fi % WM *JpR R? f^Rfft ■^rrw 
c£ WT $ Ri^ RTRT RTT ^TRkTT I 

ii) c#lf^W 3TPJRRT T?R RtfefRft HSlPi^lTcHR, RT^Mf Vtf ^tfR RRTcRR R^ 3TPTTcT 

R^Rcft $ RR^TR ^JRRT, vjfr *{|RR4'd: ftW,2000 cRP R> fePJ t RR 

'R'IrPhArH t f^T 3Tf^W%] 3lk 3PTPttcT RTRT RRT t I 3Tt7 RR> 

3TRto; f^RT^r #e Rk rr <fp? r%? rtrr^ ^rt jr^ct R^t t, srrar *fN 

^ERT Cf5t ftEE I Rd R T d fa ft GfRf Rlftlf&IRJ 3TPJRRT T?R ^iRsUR^ Hglft^flleRJ RRR 
WcfJR; % 3Tte flW*l4 tR RTRT RRT t I 'vWtRR R?T ^ §XJ ftRfa R^RR RR?ft 
RJERT "4t cbl^’Tl RR$RTi?Rt *f R^lq^R fcpRT RTT^ RTeTT 5RR ^RRT RTRR Rift 1? I 

RR4r> 3jrftn41jR1 

iii) RTftfRR RBctPjtf ^rRT cjTf ^TFT R^f ^ft % fcfRft «ft RReT 3 RRd ^ 
5fcR%P R^TTcRfr cfc Vilf^f ^l4«lPra> RJRRT ^r I 3TR TJ ^ #rrf^RPfT $ ftw ^r 
f^Rft vjRid W^tcpRR 5RRT qiRiRJiic^ 3lRlcdK ^ I^RT ^FT 5RPR pft RJ5RT 
p4f?R J ilM'fl<4dl chRcii^ RP RR ^Plf^dd RRRT 6)dl t' 'fe Pl^ldc^t R?l 
p^f^d RR ^ RTRRT cT^T ^ R^ RRT f^RT t RFft R| RJRRT RR sftR 1.9.2001 $ 

R5f #n ^ ^R/08-459/2001 ^ 4t R^ t I 
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iv) 5ifft 

f?T ftt Iftftl ^xmi ftt 'oimRix) fttft 'ft ftftft 3tfftRT? 'ft fttft ft 3IT? Tf 

ft ttotor ft tts Rgto fftm ft fft aftft rt ^tott tora toit trt ft to> r? ftft 
to^to ft tjuf ft toft ?ftt *r??na?t ^rftt ft l 

R. TRTO: to ft ePTTeTN ft ?ftt ft I *!Tfx|<*»7 ft ^ft ?TRef ?R ft RR RTFTT RJT 
ft eftft TOTcft ftt ftftTT ftftft Wcf Tjft ftt W ^ft I Rf^eR to XXX% ft TOR? 

XXX% ftMTft ft 1^ 3TT? RFR? (fttoftfk) ft 3tto 2000 ftt fftft?lftf ftt fftftft ft 
RTO ?R ft Tit? ?fttRT? fftRT ft fft toft to ft RFT ft XXX% ft 3tfft<R ftt ftfe 

ftftt I WTO ft cFTTcfR ft ftt ft to II? ft toxixl ft ftt ift ft fftftt ftftftr 
ft ftt to ?r ft ftorr ftt? ffft sttorer tot ft ira ftt ft ft?t tor ft ftt ft Rtoto 

RWTtRIcR ft ifTf Ref R? ftt? <i)l ft fft Rsftftcl xJeMRf ftt ft J l efft cj? XXX% ft RSR? 
XXX% ft Wto (11.9.2001 RT R^?T 3TTR fttoT, ^S. 15) toft ft Rftetft ft ?ftt ft ftt? 
aftft ft ftftftef tot TOjft ft ton? fftft ftt? toeTT Wto ft fftro ftt fft TjfteT: 3Pto 
ftt ft ftt? toft fftfto 5fTftoft ftt ftftcf tot ft feP? tTRcfft ft fft?IT WT ft, 

ftt fttW? JFlftod fftlfft RT TO xfefeTT ft I 

ti. stto vdtoi ftto toft rt rrcft aiw! *jto r?ht tot ft totft ?«tot, 

RffttoR WITRT ftt ^TOct, 3T?FTTR cTTeTtot, Rft HXRel efSfT 3RJ SfWef RT?°ft ft 
Rft toft ft ?fW ftt SJH ft X?sHI ftteTT ft I 

ft. to toftt tot ft fft ftorotoftt rt ?ro tot ftT ft ?jrtt ftt toro? 

3WR ft ftftftt ItoTftefWrft 3TR fftfttoftt ft ftt ftftftft RT ?ftt fftft?ft TOT ft 

r? iftto totorft ftt toft r?r ft I ftefet ^ftftT ftt ftftf ftftft ftorafttoft ft to 
Trgn ftto ftt ftt f^Rrar ft 3tftft t??T ftt ■?<? ft ^?t ftR rt TgcTRTT ftftt fftftt fft ftrj 






[•HFTI—•gpjy 1] 
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ftRcTTR WFZ $ 28 TOR2000 ^ McR RJRT f^JT affc ?WI TOVt <£ ffRFT ^ef 
4 *1^1 H'l ^ feTR Rf5RJT W f, 5^4) 3ldl<1l ?ft HRRcT $> <*>K U ! RRT ft RoT RiT RRJRf ft 
*llfc Rt 3#S> 'W+iq $ fcH*sJ R?T an | H«hk Rfti ^ ST^RTIR R^ 3TTR WFRT'RT 
RPTR ft oTWT ft Rftf RFT STT f^R# >3%, RR 3TO fcPcR ffs£t cPRft aft 
RRf 'al^TcT ^r afRTjc^ Rrof Pkhc^ fc i 

w. RrafcT^r ft totr f^r f ^ ^wcT: 3Rf cto^r ^r Rsftot ^r ft <trrot if t 
f^Rrft «n?r RraWr *fr ft ^?rt tftna rr xfr 1% r ftRer jrfctwff t rRf fR tnfer ft t, 

Wf 1%R?t RR ^RrT 3Rt TO RtRRT FtRT f I ^ft W RR RTRcTT ^ R f $ 
OTRTff RR TOT t I 

FRT TOR RF 3Tf^RTRRT % RRT STRcTT TJRftR 3ftR TOTR f§RRt if RRft «TfcT RR 

RRifro rttct t ^Rr: RffacT mf^r f frft t, ^tor stot ^rfH toft ^i 

3ttR RTRfT w RTTff (MeR cpi'cHcTT, RTTOTO 3ffR tTRTORTO eTFTR Rmw ft RrRTR 
RxTR RR tofTR <T5 RcT |TR) f tcTFRTT cF% ft Rft #, RTRT Rt t ^T % SlRi ^ RtRFT 
cRR^t eft TOftcf]R RRcRTR f RTcMVtJId sftRT t^TT RRTT t I FRT?t ftoRRcTOfett eft R#? 
RR RR ^Tt^f^Fft 3ttR TTTRR? 3TU)|^qff cp>T Ricc^cf^: >y's3*i 'gtrlT % I 

W. fifTfcT RTREft rNkT^ ^ TOft^TR RrR 1 ^, v5ft 1% gRfcJ? aTtRrr-aTePT TOft c^ feTR 
'dlRttJ RhI df? 3ffR 3T^I vJR<?1«M RTT^ff ^R STTOlRd % % W Rt^ BtcTT t Rf? effcT cPT 

’TPRcTT f^rft ‘jft jra^r rttw ^ f^n ^tftt # affR ^rt tor ^tf rthcht 3tRt 

RNRT feTR vjfRt t' I 

V ^U!ldT 4 > TOT 

FRft TOTR F8TORTF Rt^T 3ffR 3 tRtRRT aTfeT $ f^ft RTTSRT 3T«M RT^ET 
^ if t vsra1% ^crr 3?Rra5«Rt $ 3ttettr rr ^iRcbicRifaft ^r ^tf Rpspf 
Rlcplel^ ^t ^t%?T ^ft f F^Rf WTtW RTFET f 


3718 GI/2001—2 
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cfi. ^ ^3Tt ^ vdcHicj'i 'RfcT^’T^ft ?t 

PpprR did %, vSF’RPT ^ feP? Pl^Sfl 

VTcd^RT ^ f^TT t I 

^ cfPT skMI^dl, 3ppToTcTT, mRxJIcH efFIcT $ ^ RlM 3T?Tpti 3TTft 

cpT •HIHcHl % I fuRRT eTPTcT ijfei 3fR eTPT cfpft 3TTi? 1j, f^RT^T Tf^g' ^Sffl Rf ^Il'ilRld 
Prafaebl $ 'fTT®T ^61 t I 

it. •fq^rar Gqifin ^ enf tfldlPraSt ^ qr^T 3 ^ w\ tfcqicR cpRcft t 

f^RT^r cfPT 5TTfP[ 3lW 3l1%^ WST ^TcTT t I 


'et. PPwPusft ton cTFTcT wen % uff 3mfcrcq?ff TftefrPraft $ 

vidrif^d cfm ^ cfc qToi v\% qr^T cfr rim rtm <tpt 5nfPr afk arte mt ^ 
Pl^dK # l 


q|R|cb|chd\3Tt ^ w4 R^lcpi RqV£, 3TE3TCT ^cplui 3fR/Tn PrPpt 
^ Pi ill fcHfcWr ^riiR $ ^igd ato %>t $ wt afk qrftpr tr mRuii4) 
iot <£ f^rtr RnfciRad qrRtrft ^ >df^Kf^n &1 


• srg^ TPfcfr 3ik <3w^fi # qfMq afR vih-ih ^ wet # vJcm<w ?pt wr 

• JJvdxlld 3 3TTT? ijcfPT $ RlM 3 f>Nlcl<i I 

• #3TcT vjH^M M 3Tl^SlP|J| ^ vd^ldd Wft WI 

• c^? ^cbl^41 ^\ f^t 3 ^ cf?r ^qifpl 

• fcff^qTT^ RRfa 3 "Efrc 'MH'WI^ 



[*im—■i] 
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• mR-cIIcI' 11^07 clMd cfyrcft 1-Hifl, Rddl 3fR if 

TTTf^T 3 giJft 3TT^ I 

• \3cMld ^ cRr gap? 4 3RFT$dT I 

• cfEJ sfr cPTTcfR \3?RT, g>)Hcl 3 cbdflcfl I 

• RRa 4 to ^ ?ta 3P5 %t yfiterert I 

^fr wm, WTO m ^fm i> ft % ^tt wi 

^ 3lW l^cfg'ddcbd'istf gRT Wg 'N'l<f>K f^TT RgT ^ Rjid^l ^cg ^ff ^ RraWr cJtT 
WRT WRTcftcT t I 

4. 3TUIiaw>i ?ft f^TTR 

3TRTId^t gRT PngfaRild f& o qfOi^j eft f- 

i) ^TRTTfcTd 'SdJfg gff-e)g?|<qh>df fuRT d'cMlg *R ?Jog7 g?T RFT gR VgT %, 

vRT $ w ^ grfxmg w % I grRigTT 3 ^iwiftsia wng gg RfgRT 

Rtrrj^tr 1?: 

"glfcRT gft W tTTfcRT foRpil 3 3 R?cR 5 ST^eT 3#? 

yWioH/RRRig* aij?<?f gfat # rr g>t ffRar 3% ^r g5*r t\ (3TRcftr r f^gg^g- 

gl^R/gWfeM gTScT g? Rg if WT)" I 


# I 


^nftcf WfTg f^RR $ 3RR gTf^gi 3M fM git WT gR# 3 3TOT ?t gf 
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ii) *ilft<uici>dt3ft R>t 

ijlfacETcbcM ^ Tft TJeT, RTFRFT, ^cT tpTT^T, jftR 

RPT 3T4 ept Riq<£ c|^ RTRpflRJ' vjcMiq<pl ^ RPR ^TTf^TcT f^RT £ | REEft RR RER 
% RTR RFRPT5T 3 ^TTcTT $ i| I (^Tcf5 Ic^dT ^ ^ 3EPft f^rfcT PTRlf^ld 
cf?T1? I Rffe RtRlftqi ci^cYl q^HH RTT^ ^ 3TTcft 1? eft Pl^fetRsld PFff^Rti ’ft ^?T 

*f RfRlf^R) cRljoRr RPT vJ^lcRI 3PR Rift't I 

cfRjTTt^TT RtRTftcEH 

Rdchl 

sfrte; RtRlf^RRF 

't-SR 

#^Rft RfRlftqRT 
%eT ^Rlf^chH 
3PFRTRM $>SR £'a 
RtcT R5t^T ^fRlftiKT 

RRRT RJ^t ’TTRcT if RftfH<P ET^eRT \3rMldch1 gft StfcIH Rjtft ^ lU? RW R# f 
1% ?R vlcMiqq?) RJt RlftRET 3 TITfaef RRlf Rj?f f^JT RRT I $R vJRJKcfrf gTRT WIlRd 
EI^cRT R>t 'JR ETfeRT ^t 3ToTR R^t RR?T RRT t Rlt RRfRTR Rffa rf\ frRR RR^ # I 

iii) Rnftrarraraf ^rra- r>t anw rtr r£ g 

ill ft CM <W ^Mp|4i i{ Rf w gjipft RRR RTR^ RR§ RE 3TTETcT RPR R^f £ | 

3TPITH f^Rft *i«l«S REpft <# %T? RR[ RFH& WcT t f^Rft iff 5Mld *f RF RRpft R[^ 

RYlTE RE 3tR R#f RR RTRpft t I 



[VFTI—Wg 1 ] 


wre: wmjTRT 
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iv. footer itffacT ?PT 3JT3 kW 3R^ ft ^ JTTtolSKlfoft ft c^cR3 

ft ynfJTcR ftWT t I VI T fr^ 5 (cT»m 75" TOH? ftft ft gftWT) m) 

f^W|£ ciTfcRT (WT 284 SjfcJ ^Tef) efr #EJ ?% 3TcR 

ft wfeJcRgnlfaft 3RI 3R^ I $t xri# ft W8J ^5% 

ft «rw t I tft ?Tcw ft ^TterWraft cpt ?i?ott <£ feR^ 

WcR cf?r ftft f^lWW £ I WWTT fT^ tR ilrfrj^lch'-d'i f^RltcT ^TeT 
ft WePeFT ft ftVJ ^r ?llftcT ^ 3R WF^ t I 

v. arrant ft war &rei?: wffcpT i? wr 3TRTcf ^trt ft th? we t fcF 

^iflrRTcPTitaft gRi wjcrai cpwt^ wfr ^rt wri^j ajRR ^epn *toT, 

£RT WcW ^RcTpft wft ^jRRT ft) W^fM^ ft) % F ft wfxrcpTgnTtefi ft wf%WT 
ft ft ift ft toT t fa <WT ftlft 3TTt «ft 3TT^ ^ ft 5TTR 3TTcF?T ft ftZ 
Ute ft t I 3TT^ ft W^SRT ft Wft ^JRT <FT WS*T ft WJ ft WWlR fa*IT Wf 
t I RrreRT ^Tf^ePRr^aft gRT aiftefr ft ijwr ftft wro wr£ 
wsj ^ ft w1%^ sft i 

vi. ^ ^ ftgiifai gft qfow ft we ^g: wI^wtWt ^ \ x> f if wrrj tjrt 

cPT ^ ^ ^ ft O^tMd ^41 cH 3TTEJR R? f^RJT % I Rf^ £pf-c)cblctrr^ R? WR 

ftft f f^ cf^fTcT ^xft ft fti ft ftftft REjfeR ctfwtf ft wfeTf^rf^T # ft) £R 
wter^ -^r arf% TTci erfci wf$R cp jj^jj wfc^PTWr w^rM 

R? f^nk cPT 3T^r?J efR^ f I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. 1 ] 


vii. Pferfw vSNtt TFof fan ttt %, nr gStacf effttf if 


dlfiWiqrn'f^f'-ldfcl ct^Hd TF 3I|cj->ci'1 cbd^ ^ fcHy fajfa disc'd cf^T iff 

g TT f^lcH n? fan % I fa# # <bc*HI t fafa ET?# 3fa fa^ET^F ET?# # 
TTcft .^JFTFT T$f TFTT FIT ^TSkTT t I 3# #% <# xlfa # TTTej ufaT 

^| ET^cff # Pfaiei^ m? dTd fa#E ctTl^a # ^JE: d^HI fa^ ^i-t # 

^Id^ilcbdl t I 

viii. nfanT if Slfa ^ffaft T# dlHFU'Sl # nEE ET^t fadl TUT ^ I TF GIFT T# far 
ETE t % E^dJ # # fafTE fa-ldM ftcbld if TF fa# falT t fa Elft|<*>|ibTlfat 

nt erf^r $ wft HiMd^ e> mv i ^eftt ^et sfa&E # I Enfa tf nn ttt 
# fa nfanTEfafaf ^ EE HlMcTU^t cfr #[0 if iff ^EET E# # £ fa % flEET if 
fa? ee t i nfaEEnfafa ^ arfci cfc ffaEfafad nwfa fa fafa if srfrT fa 
ner eeffej e$[ cpetf t: 

(n) BE E# facTETE 

(fa Tfftr 

(E) ftfat fafacf 

(fa Efafa 

fa.) fadci if cpift 

(fa fadd ^Id 






[MFri —ww l] 


: a rom i CT 
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ix. wfcr het (gRunwc *tre: ^Tf^r<w^ffr3rr gtt arfcr giHt t i arlfr, gfc 
gtt i eft ^ ^ ^art <£ gftstcf m^r <£ gfRur gtf t I erfcr 

et foTTJ gfcf tt 3RT \JrRgTCft 1? I 

cfT. 3TRJT?ft if gtf§RT ^ gft ^T rT«3T S> ^TRT ^0T ufFTT ^1%? f^i gTFcTt gfT 3TRTRT 
3fltR, 2000 ^T gfef 3TTgTfft SrfMSfrr gf 3tcT I tcT 2JT I 3ffc[ft3cT, 

3TRlcfr cF>t HFT, TO cT®TT Wf ft ^ ^ gR3T gTRT tTT%J I gldifo 
3TRJTrT ^pZT tf 1.20 RTC3 cpttftcR eTcj? -gt TO? # erf^H g|ft|cb| eft SFfffN tft 

STRcftg 3cM!d) Cf5t ftaft ifl XXX RR3 cpWtcR W33R XXX efRI gR TpfJt 

t I 

311 ill Cl) *f ft cfTT >i||Rlch|chxll3Tt ^ ytxlPlcf? -Hi vr)c^> Cl ^ eft, uff 

cfct^TFr ufixf efft fcT^ZT cR=f g# t, ett ^TTf^Tef efRt eft 5RTRT >HT®f effgf yfFFT 
WTftXf 

3flillci1 if <jf<£( 3f8TgT ■HT-*I if \jHcft cf>T 3llcbcH efRR ifgcl 

^JRT gRT 3TRTTcft cfg BSfo? f^TT ufRT gift 1 ? I 


5||Rfch|chTl)3tt efft ftgtt gTRT 3ftf y-ielcg cRf3ft c£ gRrrfctcFf 3TRJTctt efit ^ 3 cf fgr 
tt^ft g?lt ^ f^ 311 d I ci) eftT 3TRR f^fRTT 2 Sftciyid efR £TT I cTejTftf, gig EgR gg 
gfRJ 5 ? ftg HR cf5T 311 chi TO gRt eg fcfg ij I pcfeh) |ch 7 Tl'| 3 ft g 3TRT gRettg \Jdlfgcgt 

eftt ftf&gf cpt glftcH gtt f^RTT t I gft sR f^ffggf gff gfpfT RRT t gf gfgf t?ft 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec, 1 J 


TT 1^7 OTirmT PP PTufTT f^TTIT 3^7 ift fTFT | t?T P fTT TFTTF P?F PTP cE 
tM P 3TTPTP WJHdP 7t ift cep sn 


P PF WPT chef'll P57PT t feE TTF^ ^9TT Ftp PErT 3TRTTcTt cET f^TTTT PFef 

3lf&cE 3T«jfa 5.16 M frigid $, PTf^PpWrati £RT PF PTE foTPT PPT £ fife 3TTPTcfr % 
ff^T efft P7 PIP P P>t F7 ^ 3lf£PE I 3WTI cET p eft cEtf 3TTEIT7 
t aft? P f[ F^t 3HcU!i|<Pdl t I 


P 7TPPP: PJPcTP 7t cJrR <$ f^P PTWTg t?cj PFT cE TTptf 3 OTPTPt p> 1%pft cET 

PTcrarp piTcfrp f^ppt fciftm pp 71 p^f fPm ppt t 1 peirftr, 3m ^ te 
f^TiP, pp 1% pqqft cznTsorrPP^t 3ft7 anw t, # pf 7*m pTcrarp t feE a miidl qft 
PTTT PP -&1 3 vdrM|c^ gft PTP pfe PF 3TcTP 3TPTP 7P7 7T 1 qfciPET 7t P>P 3ft7 
TtrRft 7W 71 3 qfrigid cEP t FT F^ PJPEP 7t P5P PTPT tETPT PTf^P | 


^. PF fildcll-ll 7TPF FtPT feE PTTeftp fappl ^ tft PF PTWR t feE «Tj% Pt PTPPT5T 

Ft% P?f f^rfrl ^ PffP FP PT7 ^ PTTP I F7T FTPeT 3 STfrT PTP FTP e? cKltfe 
^9T *t PtP ^ 3TTPTFT cET TPpt 1%77TT 3TcTP-3ToTP 7W ^T 1 Mfrigid 7t FTP 3ft7 


Tt^Tft 7EP 7t 3 WfeWd 7t FTP t I 




[ MPT 1—‘1J _ MKff FT ; 3TFIFKm _17 

xT. mR|chichi tpqfJndl ^ vScMI^H 3 3Tc^f^ ^ ft t I FF TO? TfcTT FTOfoj cR3J 

t, 6 l< 7 lifcb ^JlPqcMctrd'isff ^ FR T^EFfT TO J flM-D<U y< 3'1 cf 5 T cjlcl! |cb<yi t 


W. SlHdI vTTOt j I cFTTsj TORTfcTO TOft F"tt ft t I cTP^cTcT if, FfF TOFTTO *T 3 hc^J f^lcr> 

ft ft to erron xdM'tni $ TOfr ^ Ft wtt t i sttot ^nfm F Frfercf 
f?iWF cffr tttftto Ft? to tojRt ^ 3?R fcT?tWF TOftrroTOcfferi *r stott $ ft 
F? *t 3737 RRTT Wft^ I TjJfcfT Ft ! ‘-T'>qPS h- 1 TOTOF fcbilf t FFTfoTF F 
FTt TO tr ft F tt cllfT>llP?2Jcb' vBcMIdH TO?3 cfr <J7cT «TO t^TOF STOTT vJTO'lF 
cRT TORT Ftt 373 7TTOT f ! FF TFllTTO^ F 3Tf^T?T TO?3 t fcR 

TJlRlcblcb-dteff FTT 5TfcT ct 7T>ft FTTORgf 3? TTOT 3 cBTOft FR TOTOt 5TTOT TO?3 TO 
f^lcm ftTTT FTR | 


FT. FlI^TOTOfTfaTt cf?t ftsJ?t FTFT 3 3 h ouf&Clo cjf^j Mc;f?ld Ft^ft t I 3 led? 7]? TOR 
TO? Ft 3fR WW T3#F TO 7J3TO t ' 


3T. TOT cRTOft F?t TOTOTO eTTOT F7TF?t f^t F^TO 3r wtt W t I F? 

3TOft TO^73%T RTF TOTT ^ t ! FRTO 3, ?FT cRTOft ct RTF 3 TO^fi-TO ^ETR 
STcjf^RT f3TT % I fFTTO 3T?J 7J? t % FT eft 3R7T FFT!c|ch"j g5t TOTOTO RTFcf FTf^cR 


T718 GI/2001—3 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Pak i I— Sec. 1] 


$ ffdmd) RTCt f^TTRTcE dd dtdt ddl dfRPIT dp TRPkTT) dl dR^td ^dllcjcbl dft 
%di mdffi mm $ (fdrmm fcT^ dt PEjidcbi cm ^ ddt 6 ^i-ui dr mmi) 


dm drftramWi dtmfT d mm dr d mm dd ^mrnnd dd d (dim mm 
fdrmcm mf$T?r mfdcr http? m dfd mmd m mi mm fdRn mm t : 
TTfrR dM'dlddl d) Tc^ "dT^ct <T?t dPlHcl (80 ^ yfd dd 4?d dd 3TR dt) 

3 T F TTfr fc T dcMIcH cF?t TJd: fddd dddd d dddd dm t I 


mm dd 3Tdf& d WPdT «T3TT did drm d md dWd cf?T dPT d 

dmdt mfdm d mmdd xxx mn dt^ m m wddr dd mddd 

xxx dd #m am cFft armn cm ywmd dmd m d# dn^ mdm f i ufw emm 

vjyjrm sffd fm mmd ddndd d w mi dmmT d# m mdmrr ? 


d. yiPci chi dmd dRmr3d d md (gf d mi%cmWr3Tt d dm ddm # f 

mr f& mofm mTem d> mm HHifarn d^t fdm mr f | cjdmr mddd, ddmr d mdr 
mmrfd cf> ddm d mmd eddm moTddmd dt t \ dfc m? mm dt ferar mrar 1 1% 
dtdd §3TT t cd d? TTd5T d ddt TTTdT d fcfr dTd TTTdTd drdt dt t eTT 
dTfxmdWr ddd "fdmr w" dm dm medrcr dm mm! t i iwmm trj 
mrmrn d dTddm mmddd dd wr mmd w fdmn t i 



[ i— jy i g 1 ] BKfl ^ Tl^TTSf : HHBTT 0 ! __ _ 19 

— " "— , : F — — - -' — — ~ ——■ ^ —— -■-----*— ^r~ '— -—-—■—^-- 

F HTH/WH JJlftcBIcB-rffstf B HF HPT %HT % fcB HPT *t cfpft 3TT?ff $ I 

cbhb pb hhp-hhb crnr^ff g> cjtrt ^tbr?, cr4 4 arraicTf g5t ^hhi B 8.29 
^frmcT (HR? opt %)) SPRTT HTRirn p gpft rTSJT BRc^ ^SfR gft f^PjT rp? 3TRTTcff 

4 

c£) ittht cb wg cb hth ht^bv bht hth i Hrmi u? t ^?rfr 

PprfmTT H^PT HPT cB HPT WH TfB P HsT fell TBP gRTcr; H-TiTTH cB eBRR 

imPrm tbt wi ft HcBcn ? TPrrfQ fpht ^jHfr hf t ^ frmtfi tft pp^t? 

cmr-fT PB HP? TfTT ft TFT # I SHB rv RB^T iff rTHT^ cBT CflB^ H HPT 
hbft mi hcBttt t i 


4 pp n HHjtETcB HPT TJcT B HTHtTn \3^rpjcb TTrH HP S> H 2J cJTRTH 8, 

perm cm fcrf^qmgH h?ht cb hstet th tr -nr hr? hpt i t; * 


3froTcRBt c mr P urid<hi g RT wtt Bp tb Hgfq *r Htrm rft fe mftra f 


i. HRrar 

3TRTTrBBT gRT HF HcHH fcBHT BUT £ Blfrlcbl cf?T BTHcTT U# t cBOtfcB PH Tft 
PH, HT 1% PcB illRjcBicBTl^ % f^RHT ^ff£T HSHTT cmrf^PJT cB Hf^P cBTB?r BT5TT 

IT cBfsJrT BTfer HBTTU cBT 3fRTT?f ftBHl STT i HRJTcTcBT TB URl TBT rPUT HSTcfT cBRpT 


cfi grayrm pt ^rt HHeiH fptt t ph tfr pH b hth cp5t 3Tcrf& cb fHh 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY [Part!—Sec. 1] 
3T€TcTT ERR-I gFct gtfaRT #cft TT cfrffem TlfiRT vJcMldll cf?T 3TRIRT fgRjr t I 


% V? f^Tfcr t % cfcm cgT ^ ^iRr gft g%rmT ^ 

T’ST \5TT TTcfRTT % g#?T EJPTTgt gg 3TRJTcT t I W& RRcT 

^ t SftcJ ^jRT c$ ffafr <$ gR $ xft ^ ?TT f^ 

cf«fr 3ffr ^trjr t& gRT ^ciiJi TFrf&cf t i Rrf^TWrafr gRT rt^tt 

^ 1TRJ ^rim g?r 3TR ^ 3TERjg gRR gRg gft f^rfcT Tf RgfeRr fgffog jjrfggTFft 

g5T ft#RT TjafcT: "H ml Rid # 3#? 3ngldcb'! cfc cfc£ gg gTff 3PEJR g^f f | 


2. ’fffgRg P[gg: 


RF 3TRRT eRTRTT TRTT % % RRTRJ ?Jc=g t TRTET *T jm WW cFRJg W*RT 

* ' r T“ & \ . t cf) ddgqcbl g R gg? ^rTTgcp gft ^-gTHJgRft gflg g er 

^T?RTT IgP/, " / ' . I 3TRTRm g 3TRT 7^ ^ f^RJT £ % RFfRI ^R^ERpfg % 

ggffcg gTfrJgggrctfort g fttglRd 3RjgER g?T E^ ^ JR^ ^ f^jy £ , 

ZmMoi g|R|g,|grdl3g cfit PlCRlRd 3RJgtfr Eg RTSg gg gj 

RRERT d£JT g^Rfft 3TTETR er Rg> FRTRgg Rf^RTT t I 3RFft EJgg gft ERft^fg eg 
^r^TTR ^Idldcg FH «n?T TT 3Tggg f ^ EJcTTgcg 3ggft gR^jff gg gtcR 



[rfti—R nsi] 


RTRT ^iT TFJTO : 34M|t|k«l 
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RtcT R§t Rf R^Hdl RR %Rrf t I Rf^ RF RR t? Rt vjtlVl ^T RtRt cnRifvj4jcf5 
R^MPlRT R> R^RT^RF RTRT R>"H R?t cjo|-[41 3TRRT cRRgR R 3TT9TT RifF .rR vjTT 

flcbtfl # I fTF TTRR R RRcJ R^JFT R fRf^R RTf&RRR RTT OTTR 3 TtRrR RRR RT 
RTR III RF Rr 1 (gj) cffY 3fR fRcFTRT t f^RRT^T ^RW Rfa RR R? ^wlR f^RT RRT 
R fcjo RtRTtF rR pMpcn cR u*c^ sflulK R RTRFR ^JeR RFT vjfRfl RTRT 

RTF RIRTcFT R I ?FTRR 3TTRTRRR rR ?RF RTcf R?F RTFRRiT$t RfR R f% rRRcT vjjxft R5t 
WFR R?F ^B3TTcF rR WJ | if] Rj d 3FRTR RF fcTR TJRF RTR^rTR 5TOTF ^SRSn RT«R RF ^qr 
R RTRT RTFcIT R I 


3 . f^mtdf 0>l*1d 


3FTRTcTRR £RT RjT RTTRTR HRIRI RRT R 1% y^ vi&Hl R fRfasff RTftlRRyl cfR rr R 
^ToFR RF fcTR 3Tfc) ^cj >H 41 ^ 3ftR RTRRT TJRRT RT^R cjR R I RRR R iRf^RT Rifted RTF 
OTTR ^RT ROT rR 3TFR 3TFRRRcF f^RT RRT R 1% RRc£ RtjtR R RR RFFRR 3F7RFRT, fvF# R 
TFRjRld rRRR R TTRRR: T?RFR RTR RRfR R. rR RRTR RF? ReRRRR RNR?ff rR ??R RF fcRq 
TTRRR 5FRFR f^FTR f I RpfF 3RTRF 3RRTRRFT R RR cRRuft Rf, TTRRF gRI RF TW 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Pari I— Sec. I] 


'317 'Henc|| £ f^FT-f^FF Tp cTFeT fcptlRTEiFT Tc’TTT cET 'TUTTeT fTFTT £ 
vJMeT^J AHcn^l TFT feTr^cT feRFTTT TFTTT T^T iRTTF -TTelTTr 3 TTTTcTcFT eFT 7TT TFrtcZJ 
.#7 c;iRl(XJ ffl £ 4F p TT^TPFT TRoJ 'TfTTFT tJTTI 3TTTF£l 3TR FTP 5p^3TTcT TFT 

'3 ^ojuu] 3^7 cp erj trr TTTfi^r m tw » ^ Term gm t^tr fern ffr cp wt 
4 fcWT’tt TFT 3 tT 4^3R RTTT TpTT 77 nFf AFT-7 7JT TF 3TRITcT TTFEft 3 I|ch^ 5R^cf PR ! TJT 
Tra 4 f^7 3TKTT3T #4 69.14 T f4wm#F '.TTTT TT ^cR 3T4cF TcHTT 37177 £ Hf^TT TF 
^7FTT TJcHTI £T TeTef 4 % T^FT TTRTTTTT cFl 3PfTTT oRTTH 7TRT mf4cT PR ToTTT £ t 
f^rrft 4t HIHd 4 3TTT7cfTF Tf£ P TF THIBET £ fcp TRcJ T£pT gM 4t T# TfEFTT TeTcT 4 

Ht 4 f^Tf^ 5ITfEm4t TFT .wfr TJTPT JTPR PRT TF fefIT 3m PF7R fr&lfT T £ | ^7 TF 

4t 3 Tpttet cp'Hi mr44 f4> 3TTTTTTFf 4 tt 3tef^t tft 4t j tTh4)h ptptt rit cp fcTF 

IT'jflpHl'frp cFRufr P4 t£P 7 £ fviR 3TTTF^T P7T |TTT4 TTftJcFT Tp 3HfUl4)p 3RT PT TFT 

TFTfTT £ I WRTcT: 4 TT p£T xTIfTcI 4 fcP TR \FTt£ gRT ci|prl fepp TP fdpRT PT 


TFT£ fenroft PR 



[dmi—l] 




2 ? 


4. 

PpP ^lirTcTcbl £TYT %Y tjtj arjYfEf 3cTd cbMd^ afR TjofcT: f R? ^f( 

dY cpdd d^ZIT cp y^T dd YY d4d£Td cf>Kq|‘^ cpYdT dfxld ^HSHH ^ [ 

( 1 ) :RT YTdEJ d 7R doYTYFftYJ % left 3ddldcdl cR ^fT slid cf^t dTTdcPT^t pld I YRpi’t jj=t 
% YPRRTefr fYddT cp dW R^dcR YTYT dft RTd cpdd c£YT OTYTTdl cp sfcRTd cP 
Yd d fff cfit YTTeft 1? d fep <£><d did eft 3RjdTcT cp Yd d I 3TcP YRoJ dEj’l■<I r$ 
YTYf did dd cpd «ldld cpT cbl^ cPTYd d^\ ^ vrlYYT fcp 3Hldlrlcpf gi vi '■'jgHej (c|dl 
dYTT % I 

(ii) Rd 3dY cf? fd^icbi dft fddTY d dfpR%cr di44 did yt YndddeT: ypjyt dr?YT 
deiid dd YT^rT fdeTdT t I SYTsP RdTdT, 3TTdTcTdd d 3Rdft ^TendYTTY 

fYHrdfYM tRy gSt 3Tdt# dd & 

"rrenf^. 3Tdoi cp4 cTTcd Ycf dYTtY dTgBsP dTdTd ^Yi ?Td dft YTdTddT dftY SfTd YT 
f^fefd dToft srfrTYd^f d «|<£)ciy) ftd YT dTuTR d> YTTdY cp^t 5rfcRq«*f dff f^jfrT 3TTd 
dft YTdTddT t I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I— Sec. 1] 


3TTRB?f EEE?T EE EBITB ERE5 3^ 3^ ErBT RRT 3 E[ER EREl 

TfE5ft EE oTRTER ETc! ^dlBR B?T f^lfd EE WTET ERE fcTE EBE EE <^ER ER 

# % I 

BERT fcRERT t fcE 3TMdl4) E?ft 3ft? Ef^T $ EBEff^TcT Eft TrTT BEE^IcR-ll E> 
EEEE OTTE^t cEM-Tl E> fcT^ Pl41 vJRTTBREET R^cTT I 

flft E? ER^RSR - HBTBBEBT (fagft) gRT TfRffcRt (E^EB T^TotTd cT^cR?) Eft 
■SpSOTcT cE gRTE fe[TTTjk BEBcE # BET^t fE BTfftg EE B3TET f^TcEcTT £ fcE EFT ft cjfe 
Bftft BlfftE I ^fcEE B^?TcET BTElft EBE^ft^ERTE^^tff|[Bt^r^ | 

(iii) TEE ftT ER <£ ET^cET REE % 3TBET ETfftrfEftEI vJWKH HTft, 2000 3 T?JR 

fftlET E % EcTER, 2000 ft ftRTT % ETTETdBft gRT BHTET EET ft I RTEIBBft ft 
RTEfBTER EB EBERT fftET ft cfrfcB fftRtd BlfftBEft BftcJ, vfBTtE gRT gRR foq EE 
HTHftf Eft TTTPEdT RadlB E5ETTE ER Reft | 

(iv) EB ERE IcPET ET RERTT ft fa E^ E#E ft ETf^TBEEEft EBJtE Eft ftferfct EE 

3TTERTE ERft E> fcRT E^E: EE 3*tf IftRlIfttfR EB EIR^ET Eft STBcTTftt Eft RITE ft 
R3T ETI 3ToTTBT TTTBIdBft eft Em 3TEftftft ft ’ft T?E> 3ftE ETEEI fftEEB fftET 






[RPTI—RRg 1] _ RTRT RR ilJlMR : aiRRKR _25 

t rtt t i r^jsr f^RTf^raFfr afk tr am ftRTftcRr g?r fcmt r>rr 

dld/Rci’IV ^Ifeft cJTT fcrf^fRT RRcft 1? R fcf> faf<£iRi$>s Clgcll RR I 

(V) ^ 1999-2000 cfr ^fPT ^ W 5KT frf^RT?^ RT^RT g5t cfltf j%g>t R^ gSt 

T pft sjt I gvH WR?lv if 3TT3?% f^c^cT ^ cjd-i)-If?) ^ | g'Rcft aTRTcfT TRT 4t TJR 

cf^t ITfcT ift.RR Pnf^T # «kJld'5] R^Rg RTgR % ^cRJcffi^R RcRTR? cfr RTRiR 
^fcf5 Rg RTRRT RRToT fcjf^Lh'l^g dlgR) cR RRR # RRR fcRRJT RR7 t I gRR 
3TRTTRRR gRT f^R RR Rctf cjft 3RRTcRT RSR ^RRd^dl RRR gTcft # I 

(vi) RTd 3Tdf& c£ RtRTR “dcMldd aRTcTT R R^TcT$t *p5TR: cRT^) RRm R WrfRcf R?) Rrft 

3TfrrfeFd dvfR RTgeT STRUTT cfr cRRR ^ £ I gRf RTRR R fRRT RR0 cRRR 

fcTf^Rr^ RTgR? R £ I 

(vii) Riid/dMcbyu|)' cR Rg-RfTR cfen RR7JR R5 RSRR RTgcf) R5 RRTRR ,R 

RdfgJcT cPTf RTST R^f |T3TT SR | 

(viii) fsTRR uHyfcR R?t RRRcr cR gRRW fcrf^RT^g RTgRt cR RcRTRR i) cRT^ R7RT 
R^t -f3TT £ cRftfcR RR ift Ref cR RRT f&f^tRTgg STgRt cfft RRT fc^Rr gRR^ cRT 
RRTR R? feR WRR aFjR'ft RTR^TR STRRT eft ! 
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(ix) T^RTct F FMcT^, 2001 ^ F#* F 3 TTF ^ fcrf^T^5 FTF# cfr vTFTTFF T? 

TT| STFTF F# W SR cKltfeb FTFF ERRf F^FFT F f^IF % \ F^T fF SIW 
TIFT T fElF 3RTTcTcFt F F^F fF FTTFpiFR TfR TTF-TFSTFR cf?t £ I 


(x) T^FTT fcF FTF M£<r! Irt xieri'isl fcbd l FTi ERR F 1% (clf^TIS'S ET^eft FF TcFTFF 
FT^, 2000 F VjT ^ETT FT I f^TFFTrfFrfrf F J le1dl F \3TFTFF Ft! ^TSTTcT FF*FF, 

* '3l® a . , 

2000 F t t RF hi Fcf fJRf FF rfS^ft FF^fFFWT f 3tR TFFT gRT 
FF WRIT F# FFT t ^RTT EIRR EHIfFT FFT t, I 


(xi) FF 2001-02 fF SRIF fcTFlIrt cF c^'Rm fOuH F 1 ^ F?f $>h) ETerfF4^fclHI£l cf?I <JETFT 
F c^Ef ETTF F e[% F FTFcT fc|f^M->|$^ FI$dT F^t P^sf) R F-rft sft srfc^F FFRR 
2000 F cRT^T F FTEJ fcRE FF FEtR FT^Elt FT FF TFT T EHTFF 600 ETTT WJ 
cf5t FETR ETTETF ctft f^t T tft |pft FI ! 


(xii) f^TFTRJrictrrll F EFTFT FR TF EHR>^) FF TEETFJ fcfRTT ^ TI FT^cF F> 

TETfT-' 'TR fFf^t T TT^TF F^t F TR ?FT FF Fi FET TTT F FTET fR FETR 
FTgeTl T TFTTFF F> FTFH ^ TFT vJHFF £ldl % I ETF: FM^lFd FT FeRRR E1TFT FT 




['HTH I—1] 


vtTOTtfiT TRFTS : 3T8Tt7TRl 
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TTWTKjR eft efft Mmf^lcbri r R# t I T^fT xft ^eT f^M c[% RRT afR 
^t^tT m f^rctr 3 ft <|% ^ ^trr ft t i 

(xiii) vJ^kIptI 77 TTt? 7-M'*; 6)cl I t fcfj Irfebi jJKI f^r tjtt TTTRtT cTet J lc*1d f^R^iM&T, 

crszfr, 3TtP^r 3tR qidnM cmf r ^ fofa : rr?t w 377Errf^r t ato ^Rrf^RJ 

ferf^RTF? BTfot cf> JRfRR 77 RTRI 3Tc[f£r cH 77W A cJ5tt cl^ R^T t I 

(xiv) 7TF cRRft fctf^-blf'S ^T^efr eft 3TcTTc]T cTTc-T 3ft? RR)R Ffet tt RRTf) 

%\ ^77 eCT^t 3?r ^ ferfir^r irrm A fr ttjt? t i f^Rm ctr fttfr£ r r?M 

Tnft ^Terf^r TT^cm FRetst t a fcf» vrftdind fafeRbrF? ?TFeTT ct 

TTeTEf A I fafe^TfF crrFofr cf) RT^I <r TJcJrf 3TTcF?% Rgc-7 f\ 3TRP7 77 SRfrT feBn yn 
^ # I 

(XV) cfMt ^RT f^TB^ FT eRt *7 SRTeTT R7T cHlldR TTP^H fcFRTT 7F % 3fft FTfcR 

WTftrl 5TWf A f1% ?H ct eRROT ^cMIcM A ft t I 

(XV)) aRra737t *7 f1% fTTfeT^ ^TTrf) A BTfo 7JRTPR fvtt RFT \3F7PT H tPTR R 7 
feb'-MPd R?f R7T 71 R> I $7Hp7 37dId[ feRT tp? R \3fwTfed fnd S7-Hcil cf?T fcHT 
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TlF tF TTT 'HTxF cKTifcb F?tF cTTcT, TcF? 3ftY ^cT ?TTfFn F aft? ^fT 

5TTFF TF tF? F I 


( xvii) tf tFFtft fwj F fcF arrot FfrF ftt tffF tF F afa tf 

sfrenf^ TTT TFTTF fFTT WTt ^1 tJTEF F | TPF FFj^t gRI 
FTFcfr tf fcrfFrpn fFt fFm fecit F i 


(xviii IFTcTRFF fFTTT F ^ TTF TF 7W TTTSJTF F fF> TFf“P7, fFRTTF tFc£ 

TFIlcH TF TFT F - TFT 25 MlcITcl f%FTTT TFcTT F, 3RT TT vRTTF 3TTF Ft \jf%T 
3TITTF TTT7 TRTT FRF % I TF T£T grqf^ff F 3TTTTF TF TW 7W TT 

FFT^Ft F# fcbTT F, TFFfF 3TTTT -3TTfe ^ cfFt# 3TFfFTcT T^f 77RT F I 
TTfFTFTrrtafr FRi fcfRft 3 ttFtf tF Ft 3ttFtf tttF gF fcT? arFftFr ?lFt tF 
TTTTTeF <t 4<P ^JT fcpTT TTT F I 


[xix) TTfFTFTrrM FRT FTF# TF FcTTcFT TF?% cF f^F? vTofFF FTTeEF UldFFTF TF 
FTTFTITT fcFTT TTT TFT F TF TTTT TJT ^ TW F)cTT F I TRcftT 

TFJtT £RT ETTTTR fFF?T aft? 3FFF f^(^f|U| STTTT3Tt TF ^RTF f^FTT WI T?T F I 
^ 3TR FT F fFT5cT TTY TTt F 187 TeFf T#| tF Tf^T tF F I T^T 3TT7 Fl 
tF fFf^TFF^ FifETT tfrF tF tstert fF?r tF ttFttTF ttt tt ttFhF 




[gFTl—RTR 1] 


toi gn Trim : 


2? 


^ Midi Rim) cm fteTcf gte CF^T mtfl t I CJ$dl cfc fefT^ ^flRfeft 

mWiRicRi zm RfScjic; r fc^cj g?r RldlRigfl gr gw 

^TcfT t I 3TR R g? teg c£t 3Rjf^ eg gR R # gg 3TTi?, gf) fcT?cr if 

gr?m teg cm gggi 3rm[tete t, gmr gft ter £ i 

(xx) te arm Rr gRT RRifte ci$oi) gg ciimch rr xr fter mm |r f^r^r srt 

CTS2T 7) 3^1 RT >Hmd] £ f^> te 3TR R eg) fteT^? ^ 4t TRT 5WRM 3fR f&cft 
^ RcfK (jHiuf-xfm 5m<r |3rr t i 3Tg; gte ct?rt gg gfte cfygm i^te mrw 
%\ MRjd: gg 3TR Rl gRT 70 tffteg RST JJU|c|tII g?T feff^rm^ gr$# gg j ^fteu i 

ter ^rrar t i ggte ^ gggg te # ggg fte te fte) g^ tete 
ggng wcrej # te 3T«r mg ?ggg fter Tjte, wr^ #? ; 9^" T ^ g> te gg 
gRgT ^ I 


(xxi) tetete te 3^ Rt) R'rt te fte'3ggR w g^rf ftet te g^t t l jx 

tern gR g^t 3TTg1% gft te) t 3fR gF 3TRtg gRfte gg gFTRT WT% g? tft 
gtRT 1? I ^xf 3TR Rr gRT RT 3TFT fgcFg' RlltbR) efr gT^ rjgg 3Rjte R 1%TT giT 
gR) ^ fcgx RTgg y^rl gte c£ fRrg gr^y rhi mf^r | 
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(XXii) mW-T^T & Wl ^ ^ 3TR ufETTFF fefeq'l) frfftr&g gRT txft RT 

fcTf^r^ TR%f^R f ^TfcE 3TRTRT^t cT FTcf cfi g fofca % 3^ 

vd'FM ^ U 1 rl: 3ETcE<ft cfft gt 


(xxiii)3pi)ldcPI cET EF dcb r Tivjfh') 3|R rffeEPt cj|cHI |t 1% viiM'Elchllsn cE %cT E 
^c<E T# ePTRTT WETT dlfgR' I ^ E t 3R/S f^RJtrTcT 3T^ TTITTcT F 

^TF [chill t 1% 5RI FRcT cEt 3ftT Fteft TpEtrlT STFefT cjot 

3TTjf^ ctft WT t I 3fa rftsft -JJWtII eft ^mwr3TT cFffem cf57 

^ e r<F'T ^ ?t TRETT % I 3T%^t?I %3TTTTET rftsft ^yWcTT eft ^JcqTFt F ^ f ^TTT fcE 
3TN Tt f^RtfacR? gfRT TEEt 3Ejtet E EftcER fcBRTT ' r RTT |f 3ftT g Ttfc ^ 3TTWEE gRT 
3TEEI/F7tpd vtcTTcfr efr GERlTcr cET 3J3T FM ER fcEET RT ^ % I 




[sfu— gqg l] 


vroi^TTrsn^: aroi^n^r 
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f. 33^nj ^ *pft gft vim 

6. Mcreft, smm&r, 4iRi<w<tnft ?mt 3?rt f%d«i«s; ^«fr gM f^? nv 
Ply'll gft Wlftjcpift gfRT 12RT ^ft*TT clgT vSTTW gft RTi* %, vRT RR f<HlV fcRTT "JT^TT % 
3ffr FRT aft^RJERT ft v3^3tT WTftt F7 *N fftgR fft^TT 7 RTT t, RFt m> PPWT 
g> 3RJTTRft RRRT f afk RFT FgT ^T ^TPTeT T R ft ^PTR ^TeTct # I 

W. fft*IRIlJR VjcMIc; cRTT viTm RET gTRRT 

7. ^ zrrRjfbi ft giEii^d fft^Riftfa ftsfr $ tjr gft 3 rrt fit ft 

Mfctcr x TTfeRT gft ^ RTT f^TT FTfoRT ft ft?IR fftlT ’ERfttoft cTSTT TFRRgR 
ftftft^T/ftftftffJ ST$ft t ftt 3 % ft gR RR-3Rftm FToft ft (fbr# 3TPT eft? TR 

z^er/ftftftR ^r reft rtctt ft I wefr ertt fftn rRftIcfl 

(fftfftOF^/ftftftF FTFcft) ER g#T g^ZJcT: TJRlt TRTT ftfaftf ftt 3TRGTfftd cfRft ft 
PfRTT vjlldl ft I ^T cRFcft cR vlMilVl ’Tgft, dft, Wlftil, IftftHlftcft, F^fft 3EFft 
f^T T JRT, ^efft 7ft?rft 3TTtft ft 'gtcfT t I 

<llfacn|cf7Tll3tf ft gRT fftdT t fft> ^mft PR ftt fftdT EFlftteft FR^ 3TKTRT 
?M 69.07 ft ^TcRtcT qftlcpd # I FSTTfft, tftdT dHftlcft dl^cft dF 3TRTRT ftftftd 
^ ft 7R ft 3TE2TTR #ft 69.14 ft ftdftg ftf fftgT vRdT ft I F^ft 

3RMI, ftftcH ER 3TFTTd 3TEZTRT ftH 69.14 ft ftdftd fftfftR 

f^Pld^ldi ft RTT«T f^RTT vSTTcTT % ftft ftt.ftt. FTFc^TT, ftftcftr RH^cRH, T^RT eldiel 
^cRT, ^MeR Pf^ms<s Cl^c^d anf^ I RTF ’ft RPFT Pm t fftr 3TETTRT ^ 69.14 
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3TRM ftt vto tot WRfttcft ftftto ffttotot, tot 7 !, ^TzfT 

tow, wim 3to ftt ft wwr to 69.07 ft toftcr to tot to 
’ER^R ^oft ft TTTW WRFPW to ft I tototoftt ft WF ftt £ fa cfif 
3Trantof SRT ’ERfttcft ftftftp ^T^efr cET ftffaRW WoRT t*l % 3PZTTW to 69.14 
^ 3TcRtcT 3ft fftWT RT ??T ft I ft vicMk "to ft xRTftteft cTH^cft ft MT ft 3P4RI 
fttft 69.08 ft 3id4cl ^ftfoRW ftto ft | ^TTfcTP ft 3pjto fftqj ft 

1RT 4TcT 4W fft^R fftk> RhI fft fftfT tofeRW ft cTfcT TpT \3cMlfti M STREcT 

to ^ ^ ft, fftxrrwto wcqre ft ftoj to ftt wy i toi^ccb totoui 
tor TriftfftcT ft to ton to to ft to fftftt seer ft ^Teztot to ft i 
ciwTfft, Tftcj tor ft suftorft ftt wf fton ft fft snftto toRjxpTT 
ftt umzn ft toftfftcE tot to to] to to ft ftfcfftftyn ^ ftto 

^RT ftt ‘vTRTfftr ftt ftt I 3T?T: toft 3Pjftw ^11 ft fft? toftfto 
^oft eft torFr to ft ft ^Tfr ^3T tofft ftoRito ^rtct ft ttri 

^pftt ftcRTft to ft I TOI Wlftt ftt to ft 3TRTR T? SITf to l ft wftj toPT 

ft to ftr to chi y gto ft to tw ft fft toftfto ^to wer ft 

tor ft to tot ft i 

W. TPTPT ^ 

8(cE) Rtoftt fftto ft ftor 2(w) ft fftlT WWT ft fft' MPT CR^' <R to t, 
^ ftftf ER^ tor to ft 3T#T vJcTK ft & cRF ft fftcftt vjto ft WT Mlft 





[ VFTI—1] _ VRff ^TT»m : ___ 33 

' FRH ^ ^ ^ ^ 4, ^fr 3F!T ^ fuRfe TJUf \jfjzf ■$> afef 

^3# <£ Tjujf if fSfelct vJR# ?f I 

ftS) ^jiPqcfj|cr)tll3Tt A ^RTT ffen % % j*RT ^FTTfeT F^Tj fef ^ 
^ fe W cfe £ ferffer n^atf c£ tfFH ^ f ^Tf^J gRi 

^nf^cf crtt ^i«i<s t?fr ajmife fefenFF/fefc^r u^cfi fe nTsfeeft fa fe f 
3T^TR^TR <R^j FRn ^ I 

(^T) fMd<fcfy3TRJMcb'i A F3> fen % fe SR 7 3TRTfer Uffef ffer ffen 
^ t i 3fen, nF nfet f^r ^fer 3Frm n£f fern t fe 3mnfer mfer 
^ ^ ^qrfer ^efr $ wfj w nnnftfe m Ar awnr mffrfere, nn ^ 
Hfcrwm fen fef # l mfefet fe nR^ f fe fecj nfer frt n^nfe 
ffefei^s mfet fe fefecfe feng- tntfr 3 ft anrnfer erf^r fe fefamsTT <b nnpr 

t I feRR fe nR2RT, 3ifeT nnfeT STTfe tft nF gfe* f fe 3TRTffe mfet 

fenRifer ^Fnnfe wm <r^ 11 

(n) iRfe ntn^R; nrfefet nn frrt % fe feoj mfe frt n^nfer nsn 
fet ^ 3Tmra fe ^tt ^ ffe^i^Mfern nrfer fefer $ A xfptpt cr§ t i 
fa) gaVf 

9 . nF fefen Ao nfefe* f^o, *o ^ ^ an? vifRRPT Ffen foo nen 
^0 ^qgqix feiffe? feo m frr fe nf f i fe^ ^ i M } ftft ffen t fe 
^ 3^ , rtn 3 nfefe- ^ nn ^r wi m 60 % 
feRn q^di % i nF nnt fen wn % fe fefepraRrfaTt nn anfen frr nR^r nn 
3nnRF^f ffft t feffe tnn?n nmcRF fefen nR^ ^ fc^ zi^fj ^ ann 
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^ ^ feRTT RTT £ I aHdldcb) £ ^Jcf ^jRsfa 

£ ^lofr cfr ^ ^JcMiqc^i ^ f^nr ^ ^ rh t l HTf^r^ £ ^ wr £ 

srraKr^t s<rt '%[ rt cwt 3 ^iH&r ttt^i wet t I arrarfi^r 

IRT «mc1l^ R? 'ddUdT’ ^T^off RT ^RTcR 3R ^ # 3fR ^RlfcH^ 

trracTT 5R“RR fcR <i ^Idd 3?f VIlf^tH RT WR vJcRTT t I W 
^ ^eoRl tor wtf^ R^efr $ ^ 3T^cR ^ 3RTdcf> f fuREf, ^TRER 

^ ^ ^ leiqi TRT t I ^dqgKI WR ctRef t fcfr Rd-R^ft ftTRt 

crgRT srrf^Rrfr Rt ^Rr f^Rr#R *grr Rt £t f^nR £ #tt t i <rt 
RTReT A Rrm cR R^RT ^cTR dT^eff cRj £\ tftf^R t 3flR 3 

ftRlRI#T ^RR cfr <£R OTW 3TRR *R RRcTT *TRER^ TUt^T TR ^ t^I ftcTT 

t I 

W. WC^T 


TTRTR ^ 

10■ ETRT 9^(l)( r) <& Rd^d cRcJ cfr ^ TTRM IJRT ^5T ReJ 

( i ) 'dldl'il RFTR ^ ^R Wf 3R£3lT $> feR \3T-€TRT (6) ^ Rcpfa ^ 
f^Wffr cf> 3FJRR ^JiPlRpd ^eldhdicp ?JRT RRfcfr cR§ f^RrfcRR ^?T HT &R 3 
wfm A> fcR? 3iRiRid ^r, ■m 

( ii ) RgT PjZl’fcITV ^?T RT c£ 3IRR £ RRR $ ^RPT RRR 

c| '^l ^ *^4 rSlct^l del ?t R RlVW ^RTR dVll cfxyuy 3RRT f^dfdcfr cRi TR ^fpf 



[*IFTI—35PJ5 1] 


'TOI "QFT TFsm : 3 H«|«TR U I 
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^ TOTO "INI'? 3 TO TO TOT # TORT, $TO ftffbili TO >H-^fxld cJcRT 

# TO# #, cfT RTFTT^T ?JRT TO #.- 

(TO Pi^W t?T to # to 1TO# TOTOr #?# $?r # tor fTO* tr 

^TR TOtJ TO TONI (6) # 3R#T TO fTO# # 3PJTTR TOTTfTO^R ffTOcTO 
wfcTOdT TJRT ; TO 

(TO TOTRT (6) TO 3RTO TO fTO# TO 3T^fTR TOTOfTOcT TOg *(oT TO TOt # TOT 
^RTJ TO vicHlcj'-j TOt cHRcl fTOTO w-?imPfcfj #TOt #7 TORTR eTPTcff TR Rf# TO 
fcR #%cT c[fe TOt TO TO I 

RTOM fTOTOt ^f TO-TOR# RsTOtTOTO cfTeT TOlf TO f#r 15.07.1999 cf«TT 
31.05.2001 TOt 3Tf^RjfrRT ^TOtTOt TO gRT 3RFT TO TTRWR fTO? 7pqr £ | 

TOTO uFRtTO TfUm^T 

11. ^ *TRT 9 ^(1)(7T) TO aTJ^TR MR fTOlRT TO TOtuR TO 

wft TO PrTOrTOi TOt TO# I TOTOr TO TO fTOTOt TOT TOfro TO f^rertm 
tor# TO writ TO snfTO# cf>r t3tr TO TOt TO ^ ^jto TO TO t i 
RterTO tocT t fTO TO £ fTOTOt TOt fTOro TO TO# TO TOt 
TOttfjto TOTOTO TO to toTO TO TOtt t i TOc^ TOr TO TO 3 totr 
TO TO^cT ^ERT TOTOcR vJc*JI<H RFR TO TOR 3R jr^T TOt t I TO# TO 
#TOTO TO srrTOt TO TOrr TOTOTO TO TO TO tort jjrt <r TOTO 
TOTOTOTOr TOKi TOR TO TOR 3R Tot TO I 
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12. ftfa % fftftt oft Plilfdch ft fftftcT RT^T cTSTT ft ftftl ft ^ u(McF>|ft 
gftqi cfTTlft ft fcP? STtelft eft 7TM ft?f fftRT ft I ftfa ft ft^ cp^ftf m 

«lftt Wm ft 3TFM UeT # ft g3TT ft 3TT^cRT 

H^TfftftSTTcRT ft ^flft ^RcTO Rftf ft I ^PT§cJvf ftt ftgft 

I 1 ? 3tfp% ftfftcfT ft 3TTmr w ftW fttftr ft ftqftftr fft? rit f | 

fftefer fftftcf ftftTcI fftwclft ft fcHkj v3eil J l e*WI vJRd«I RaTE? RTJ TTOR ft 
3TmTY W HTcDTTft, ROjft ftft, R>ftt?FT, TTrFT E? WOT TTTfft ft fcfR ^fft 3Tlft 
THTTftFTT fftRT ERT ft I 
WE RlfftR 

12.E> 'OTHER iJcR, fftftcT ftfacT cWT W OT^OT ft fftlfal ft)OT?Jc*E ftfftr 
3TfftfftHH rRTT 4ITlM fftlft ft fft^lftt ftt ^IFST fftrft ft TFjftl I 

ft ftt Eft ft I ftftT ft ftp? HftftcOT WERE WIFI ft 3TTHTY HY #IR ajdE + + * 

3THftftt ^TcR ftft ftto EE t3ET ft I fftt M ft OTW*ft ft 3MR HE fttE sjftt 
HERE ft Wlftnft ftt 3TpTfcr ftt ft? fftlfa ftfacT *** 3TEftftt ^IcIE Hfft 
ftfO EE 3ITft ft I fttE ft ETE^ HEpft ft fftftft ft fcTq ElfftE fftftlH fttEH 


EH 247 % 3TTcTT ft I 



[WTI—-J5TO1] 


WSRTWPt: arorarOT 
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53- $0 3TR TJ «£ Ft TaJlF5?R 3RT ftrtft % Mftfl 

H^HTeToft cf> m % RpTT # t I 

~m cRf> AO 3TTR TJ g> ##T5RT FT #f t, ^ WfF % ^RT f^TT t % 
TO M?ra> '§RT T n? RJERT w ^ ^ TOft t Md* gRT fa* 
wfm$\ <£ 3tr $ ^gf%3 3Tffm%r am ^t strt? t I tjf ?n£ forr fit t % 
Menu % qRftre 4Rl63fR8^io^ ^ ^ 

3W4T spfMto m ^r ^ 3ft whf ^ t 1 WR<rc>q, f^nfe> §rt ^raT f^ 

f? c^t ^Hr, f?T ftg>t, 3?rfe ^ ^ 4 sftcj f^qpoft ^ ^ 

^ 4ffor tor # I ?^rq, Rfgffor smMto 3 m ^ amre *r 

Mcra? £RT 5R^cf 3ft Ff RJtRT ?ft ^ftcffR 3$ f^TT W RTOT t I 3R: MePP 
cfc SRfeR eft RRF& eft? RR 3R4t^>cl <FR <ft viRReT t ftRTT% ijftcRT WTeT 3 
to trtt $jt v5r ^ wjft ?ft ^ -^r c^ft f 1 

7JF 3c^g fenqT FTT t FR3 3ft tjtt ^ tt ^ if cfS>TT 3RJ eRft 
eft 3Rft FTFcfi ^r ^ft t 1 ?raift f ^tt ntfta ften t % eft^ 

ftft&FT ^q? 3$ 3fRR? FV t ftRT& W-foft FT33Rft ft TOR - RR 3TF eRT IftqT 
v5H Fft fft \3cFff FTFeT f^RT PR f^FT t I jffffcP? WlW^t 3TR^ F^RFT ^ 
f^cTWt cWT F«Rt ^ 3TFR t R STf^cT ^ ^ t I f^FFT ^ ^3TF % 3TFRT # uft 
3tcR 3TRTT % 3R# 3TRR FT 3fr%cP fe ^ RFRTFR 3T^Fl% 0t WRft t I 
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stesM ^ fer? & f^Rft s> f?n? ws, 

srsrcHerarvfl cren argsR ssfcr £ i ss ssi tft f^sT sst £ fasto srt 
fay Tftr ^ srs? Meft £ i sfc ftf^rt ^fcTR ^rq#wT3i! sit eft M t eft 

TOW qz S>T STST SR 3 ! S>T 3RS S5?T 32T3cTT t I ^ ^ vJovRsI fo>ST wtf^ 

ftsfas? % ft?ft ss?t) cpt afRi sf fc tar* V $ 3t?ntcT 3ft1&s t1 

fflfeT?, McfSI SRI ^ sf RTWlft Sft 3Tpt SS Slfftwwfal SFf£ §q aRftfRT 

fcf53T vflft eft £ I 

Tftcj ^refm ft ss ftt stsi f^rzrr £ fft> stesM tftsftt Hen sftqrft si 
aP]W TpRST S> f^XT 3HHT*ft«H aft aFJf# sft ft W TTSnft £ aRR XRt ftlfts* 
fftftwaff ft SRI SSlfST WT WcT? St 1 ftft Sift Sft ffttft ^ <R|ftt ft cfTRR 
ar^rfcT sft ft an nsftt £ i ft SRsffts> arffts sit°fr ft sftft sft fftq £ 
3ftY3?rft Tfo|fftftftr cRn 3ps ftft sft ftt s£ fftfftft sit xjcp nw fftcn fftqr % I 

v&i gftts ftswsftftfftsrtfftajRqftgRr 3mft sf eiFTcr-fftft 
arRTrf 3ii4ftrarscf5- £ aft? gfe ft ftps sft £ sftfft its ss fftsR faq fan 
3JNTS Sft pTFTcT T?S> ftft £ I s? xpjg £?T FRSRSS t % MI? ftt HPT 7 

fftftt-s?joft s? fftft? sRcft £ sit wi ftg- sftf ftt ft I F?rft 3iensT, an? it 
ft ?sft sf sicT TftsiR ftt t fft xsnft sri sftt wss-wrr sit s^r sft £ 

SR vJRRcT MU' ^ftfcIS? cTFTcT' fefcid sit Sf^t f I ?IM 
s^ f snRTSoft ^ Btr nq wnss erms st ans^i sm cRar- 
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cJ?T JT^fm - cff^T JX? WTRI eTFTcT 3TTWr # 3>tf 3RcTRif> 3T?R ^ 

t I 

14. 3)t STfeR) R ypf $WT ?m % ffc 

3rRrcRk at?! R 3 tRRrt vjim4»t^ Rt ^ t ^'fnf^h ^Rcj; ^stm- R wcicimi t I 
snRiwR ^t yf t fcp 3#^ mRRi^R R> srRMk ^trRt jr^ct f^ 

R OTWff 3 TRwR ^ ^ f I R^ t£\ fRRRT fR^Rf <R 

^u^ch^or g>j aiTEIR Rt ^ «l deTI<U f TRT t RrcRt WT cfCir^TfcT *ITf5FT f^eP^T cfR 

vrf^Tcr ^eFrr^R^T ft w t I w Rt Rt? ^?ct t fR> Rrato R 

fRRFT ^lfcR Rt Rf? aTenT-OTeFT eTPTcft W fReTTC R> feP? ^ RRT 

^ f^r f I 

tfr 

'dH^cKI EfR cRJcf |KT jnf^T^t ^ W ^TRTRT ’Jc^fRyRui 3TR TJ <R ^SJT 
^ i Rt 3T^T 7-pft fR^facfR ^ fcP? R4)l4 R vJMcT^T ^xPTT Rt 3TTETR W* Rt 
Rr4R 3tR^ fcTWT # | 

15. ^EfvT Rt 3TTWR ^ Rfa % ^Rt fRyfacfR Rt feP? W^T ’TTRR 247 % 
■^cfl t “vJi«)Rh R ^flRtMflctf cfr feP? ffw}j| 4lf5n Rpqfa ^TcT ^ 148 % 
R^cft % | 

ttRt ^ tfeRUlMfr RRy 

16. viaVl 35t fifrfcf cfTT fR?R^ f^jR R v5Mel«Er ^SRTT afR W^RRtt 
3?cf '««|^ ’TflRf^TITera cfr chiRcr>i gRT fR>rr rp^ ^TcSTFFT R> 3TTETR fcfRJT 
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J NI 1 ? I 'dtlVl cpt ^ OlfcT TTT^ePT R fel^J Pl+afc’lRsd *ll T t<H u ' 6 l ^PT 
f^T a^T %: 

Raft aft ^TT^T cWT 

\j£lVl ft 3TaT fftm ft fft> fftRani|^ a$d 'dElVl PRcT ft «TgcT ^HT 
aftf ft l aa Ift-oh aft ft ara aift ft a«Rft aft a>? w ®jt, aftt 
ftftt ft aim R MRu||H>W>t>q fftScT ftf aftt aft ^RRf ft Raft aft HT5TT ft IfT® ^JR 
cTstt fftaft aftaftr ft a> aia^a ^tcpt wi <re W I aitelft aift f R> 

Raft aft am 4 cT®TT Raft aftHcT 4 ftt Rtfft R c|Vi aft ^eHT ft ^ fc I 
ci^cfl 4 ftt «fiW 3TaR 4 RE5 cT aft aft pel'll 4 cHFPT 6 % aft ^[Rf 
ift % ^rfftar ^T <|R;fti cJtT aiTOcFr TlRRctd 5FRIT3ft ft> ftaft 4 cRHT RPT aft 
aafft <£ Rtpt ^Rrt aft af TfR ^gfRa aft am, afoj wfta aft Raft aftacft 
aft ^cHT 4 a|a aftaa <wr arfta gra Raj a^ fftfta ft ^ 3na R ftaft 4 
a^ar siai i 

ftta a*a ^ ft ^ airar^ft an araiR f%aar 

4 «i«d araftt a? 3 trkt 3 aarft aft afta ft nar aftar R> fta«5 cr^ft 3 T*fta 
"ftta aar^rR ft 3 TTaTa (^ct arraicft R yRsid ft an 4 ) aft 1998-99 aar 1999- 
2000 ft ^a ^r ft a^aR ana srafft ft ftaa Raaa 71 % ft aa | 
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Vflif M ^ 

Jc4 STRTcT 

% fi^RHT 


Sll'4ld'(c|' , IHl C'i) 



1998-99 

0.00 

121.00 

0.00 % 

1999-2000 

0.00 

8.22 

0.00 % 

3T#eT 2000-R^ 

2001 

r 119570.00 

169246.70 

70.65 % 


3TTtor$t ^TTc^r t ^ 1998-99 cMT 1999-2000 if cR^sft WT 3TRTF 
Ulch'ftlcT CJT | ^Tfon? uTRT STFfa cfr 3RFR cJeFTTTO? T^rfxf c£T Mw Wr 
ftfERT f^FRT I STRlcT 3Tt^ eft WNf t WT WcTT t Ef> ^Tg 1 $?ff % 
3TTCTcT if ^rm 3Tcrf^r if if ® cfft 3R^T if 5T0T 0: *#>ff eft cJcRT if 
^Tlxqlx ffij t I ^TFT WET $ ^JFf4f if M ^ 3TR1cT <£cT STFTTcT ^5T 
Ef^cT 6.42 % §3TT, ^f WET 3Tcrf§T $ ^?Kl4 if ^TF f^RTT 93.58 % TOT t I 

pr ^tf w fcff $ srram wNr 3Rf£r if trt 73cTftr> 3 F 

w F^ricT If i ^rfa srafa ^ ^crt^ if cJctft if strtct if f^f ^jrt ^r 

3Tto ff4 ^ t I JTTtoT^t EfRcT t % STRTTcT ^eT% cfc 5WF ctf eft cJcRT if 
3TFTTctr if ’ff F^f JRjR 3F ^3 RFT "off^H 7TF nRqcf'l FcTFT vjikcjR sfR" 


3718 GI/2001—6 
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cfc PWeft 3 vJliW 3TRTTcft rft 

^7 'dti'H cpt ffltcT cET TTOtccT 'Hcr>cicr> ^ I :RT cTS^T cf>f ^ 

3EfTFrRT % cfrE c^lHd'l cfr ^4 3 ^ ^3T ^RfT % I 


fcTcRUl 



2000-2001 ftP? 3*er 


i rr?T(g j Wto4) 


*rm(T7Wto4) 

HU 

Hl3l(q44l0^t) 


tM*6 ^1 

7681 

2870228 

111889 

23275570 

119570 

26145798 

3F?J ^?T 


3709046 


11722513 

49677 

15431559 

>{HchcH 4l J l 

20681 

6579274 

148567 

34998083 

169247 

41577357 

a(141df 4>T % fi?RH 


6.42 % 

10.98 % 

93.58 % 

89.02 % 

100,00 % 

100.00 % 

3E^T ^?ft ^ 


24.04 % 

73.83 % 

75.96 % 

100.00 % 

100.00 % 



15.82 % 

87.78 % 

84.18 %' 

IOOvOO % 

100.00 % 


Wff ^ 3TRTRTt g>7 3RTR f^RTT (*fR cffT %} 

Miftlchiyl ^ ftRTRT^fa vicHlc; cfr STFUcff, iiifdcfricpTlteit ^JT,3}RI 
'flAd vJti'h sRT 3?T ^ f^fMr vjfp^ ^ c[?T ^ <^ef MRcbfeld %\ 
mteRt Wr t ^ 3 tptrt ^ ^ g»t 3 ?^t *r ^ *fft ^t 

3.66 % «IMk fc*HI Mim ^R foRfT I if'H 3ld ^R f^R <4RcV ^ c^HJef 

vJ^Hlcwi WTH cfr WI cf5t f ^RTR if ^ra»T 3.66 % f^RTT ^ if Jfijctpjof 

^ikT % I 3TRM $ 3TRTTcff ^T f^RTT 3jk ?ft 3Tf^E ?t TEEcTT t 

cKTiRh 3T^TPT ^cRT ^f^T ^RRt ^ oTEmT TOT t I 
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ftft ' 1 

ft 31lRlcf(Rft ftto) 

r!r 

% 

1998-1999 

0.00 

1884870 

0.00 % 

1999-2000 

6.00 

2372081 

0.00 % 

3fftcr00/Rlft2001 

119570 

3262558 

_ 1 . ..j 

3.66 % 


ggngg ctctt gm $rrt \jpftR 

*4^ R^ftH SRI RF gM| fch<4l RRT t 1% ft?[ ft RRg HPf3ft cfft HR ft ejf|[ cfft R? 

3 reS\ t afhr rrwtr H>ft ctstt ftftnft r? FR3H wftn «ra ^st t I rf 4 ft rtht fftRT 

RRT ft ftp Heft fR (JMR ft> HTRjJg ftH«[ ftftt gRT ftcTBRTT HTcR gft HRF % vRcft RTct 4 

ffift ft ft I Rrterft ft rtrt ft gft ft Hftj ^ srcit RRftH gftftter ft fftRra 

ft HcJT ft I HRlfft, ft>HI ftft ftn 3Pftf HTeT RH ft ftcT fepRT ft, <±l$cfl ftft RRTR 

cfr hthcT ft sftft ft ^ cjjRcF ft rh ft ami RFftn rt ftft ^hirt h§r Hft! ft i rf 

HTHT RRT ft fft RR RlRlPi 3[ftft ft ftRR RRTfftT HTFefr ft 3TTcpR Rf fft4fa ff 
SRHT RH^R ft RTftt 3RR ?>HT I ^T HRR; RIFeft ftft RRJR ft fftff, uTFT fcrfiRT 
RRgft Rf fftlfr HRrT WTfftT SRHT 4ft HftgftftR ft, aRHT HHftR gft RgfR ft[ RHlfftcT 

J 

H>ft c|lel 3R? fttr 'ftcftcRP ft RH ft Riff HTHT RTT R?T ft I 

^ifR ft cRf CPT vJRIR BM ftt ft cPiuft ^vjft eRTHR 3JR fftgT ft 3#? 
ffttjft ft-ftlR HTd ft 3PTft 3TTH ftt f^R g7?ft cRT 5TRRT RR ^?T RT I F^ft ftnft FT 

WH ftt RHHT ft RftftT gft gfft aftft ff t 3ft? ftft HHH ft HRft mt ft ftt 
Ht % 33R -q^ 33tfR gft qrft gft fftftftr ft Rgftr gft RnftR sft I BTHifft? HTfftcfHft eftr 
R4jft gft fftftft gft vftR HRftt HRftt eft, fftR 4ft RrfftgRft ft 3TcR-3T?R 

fcRBHr ^ ftnft tftRTHH gft wftt fft^cT Rtxf Cfft t I RB ftR fftRT Hqj ft % tr ftt 
W, ftsm HT45ftt Hm t\ ^ t, HF 4ft 3PTft Tjuft efft eTRH R? eZRjf cRpft ft 3RRft ^T 
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t sfk it etecT *r to 5rfcr swif hie i tfr 


fttfcft 3T^ftT Eft ^cHT 4 W*ft 3IT^ fc I 


Eft 

fa aft w1ee(cTR5 m ft) 

fajft) Eft <riHld(dlti *D ft) 


1998-1999 

#** 

* + + 

+ ** 

1999-2000 

*** 

*** 

*#* 

3Tftd 2000- 


*** 

♦++ 

mi 2001 





qftHd ^ 

ETT f^7i|| EET & fc£ ET^c^ vieiVl e[RT 'ti«(«S d'KJ Eft 1%Eft EE Eft WTft Eld) 
f^ZTcT ETJcft W#1 W ^ £RT Eft Wft EToft WT HFoTJof ewe EW I 

i||Rjqi|c|rrl < i3Tt Eft 3TEET WEAR f^RTT RERR TOft eft foTE did dW 'ft 'd«l<€j ERig ^> 
WE EftEd wft WETdt $ TIM ERftt I RtfecT 3TRTTcft Eft EfE EftEd ^ tft 

E5 ftftW f*TR~,' fftr EftEdt ft ETft wftftft ftt ft I 



ftfd (dO ft) 

^ (^0 ft) 

wftsift ddllE EE afldd fadft ^c«(vMW 
^cW Eft bft^ER) 

100.00 

100.00 

3IIElfad vJdJTE Eft EgeT EftEd (ft)<HliK J EV 

+ +jd ftldl JyeEft 

42.56 

65.63 

wlEd 4 Wc?lcft Eft ETW 

57.44 

34.37 


E>H qft*ld EE faflft 

EifftEEft ft dftcj it ^d wft Eft ftt wet Eft t % fftfftw $E>n?fti srt for? 
EE fftftd ee wet est 1ertet 3trtw we wf^r it # # i ETtetft ftte ERft t 
fft> WlflT EE 3TTEEEE ERft ^ fed* EET Eftddl ET Iftstft RE> E^W^jft ticftdW % I T*cp 
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ft^fcT f^m\ *TF <^lfaT ft ft* W*$\ gft ftf&q»|$d ZTBcRT ft] 3TCft ftft*ft 

^ w gan t v*raft* tjg* *ref sraft fftft?T w ^ftRT erm otr ^rft EfR wt t l 
jnter^t 3 ^f*RT ^T 3TT^ ft 3*T fftETR cFTPJT ftfacT ft £cRT ftt 

cFTTEJT W ?ft* ft* ftftt ftfaft ft fftcfft ^>ft ftt t I 

gr aq i R tWT ^fa* 

ft Wm ft ET?T W ^RRT ft ft* 2000-2001 ft 3R ft tjftdRff tfft ftt 

^cHT ft ^TS* ft m 14 % cTEf* ftt ^ f| ft I 

3R ^TTcT tr f^ ( fttJTcT 4 ^ TTRCT, ^RTR f^j ^ qftqfo ftft Ef*Rcf* 

V 

3fk cW3T ft 'HRE^S ^T ft ETB ft ft* ftftr ft W?T(Ef*Rur #T 

ftr wer 3 Rft ft wft^ erft ft I 

3. q*KtmW<h ftTO: 

17. etb wt ormft ft ftrq ft* g?n \iefpi ftt sRcfft^ srfft mfecT 3MTcft ft 3 *r^t 

§£ Jnter5t ft PlHfelf^d crezff tR fft*TR ftRT ft:- 

( i) ftfa c^TT E£jft ft tuftcr *J?ft ER ft*f^ ER^ftT ft JT^ 3TRTRft ft T^o£ ^RT ftf 
3RRft fftftt ftfaft aRTpRR ^RR flZft ER ^Rft ft ftfXJ 3TBT ft^T fuRjft iTRftRj ^3fR ft 
ftftRT E|*ft<ft ftt f$rfcr Bt ^ I 

( ii) #=r ^STT^rft ft 3TRT?fr ft qrefft ?TRR ft ^TTC ftt ftfaft Eft pn ^T ftm 
ft^ tRc^ vieil J l *TRcT ft tt«l^ ERRjaft Eft fftftt ft 3RTft ^jft E3EWT RFTcT ^RJR ^Rft cRTT 
vlRld cTRT 3TftRT cfrft ft cj P^rl ft TRT I 

V. ITRftft ^tfRT $ fttf tWT 3RT qfr: 

18. W'TR cfk Hiciwfl ^* cRTTft ?7T ^ft eft WR EfrRT t, ftRfft 

EJTftra*RRTt ^ ^fRTRf ft ^BI t W ^R?fft ^RTR ft M ^eft ^ ^ft?T 

arfftfqqt ftR ft ^TcT ^*RT t ftt ft* ft?T ft ^THI^ 1%cT ft t I ?Rnft WTTft 

ft ^Kdl-M ^RTR ft BftfcT SffcTR^f cfTR ^ift ftftt, ftftRR ER, v*R trr^rftft -^g* eft ftft 
W ^iftf cRJ ft ftllftd EfR ft RTTJ ftt ftqfftft ^r ^RTR ftt cpq cjFRft 
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^ fcTR ■& I ^fTcfr f^MylcI WTM 3Wfr E5f cn^ ER^ # WE gRT 5TPE ai ffid 

: tm'wwz #fr, ■znfcj^ic^d'F e*eM ee teRtt afteRRE^TiRBft ^ wfiwr3ft <# 
:fcP? «4N*> f^crieM vSHoW I WTM ^TRfT ^ '$?fi ^ STRITcT fERft ^ MI 

cpR Tff AfR ^RTfeP? GM^cKi'l^t ^ foTR ?RT WEE EEcf£J?fT Tf 3RR E# 
E$ET I 

19i ^ir^i07|cprif chMprzrt E?t 5# 3 tT ER^T E> fcP? ERvft WeM) SjeEI ctft WT 
RTERT ER^ ^ feR !4lltlcr,i><l ^ HiRichlcEdf f^TJ er^RTT sjq^V l cfr -^| ( l TtR 

1 ‘TT'^'kRH 'ddlKi dlRd ER faER ER^ ^ ETfaEPEElf E^Ef^fr <£ f&E ERE ^ TREsT 
Riwift Eft arfcRf^cr <r? *»T^mT 

20. Tlfdd ATFTTcft $ ctiRU| vdejdi pt SlftT Mt EEf’E ER^T eft fcPJ 3TTE?EET 

ETEE^ft TT% ER^t TORI WE ^ ftFE ^ fa>E§f EEVctf, Efe 

• *&§ #, *ET'feTR E$t f^MT EET t ^tf^T *tfT Sfffa ^T I 

21. snterft RtRft IMe rEt tI f$fRf rt^t <yf^ snEitfr ^tt Efrr^R?3ff ^ trf^r^er crttE 

;^t ,tei% ^ er& t w#sft $ etfReetT e?t tterE 

'^':Wcr?mTT HET^E E$ #ft I - 

;£$ ,^Ed m foER er& <r? gw ir 

?j# crit #e e> ^ Eft et est $ MEffl ^E^rETfaffEE ERE Eft fftEfa 
RTETM ^ E5E Rind ET t%TT EET t 1vRT& WE ^TT % | 

^) ^ B^TE Eft mzffco stfcT ^ t I 

% TR drf TIR^ ^ti E) ATRRfi % m ^ ^ % "f 

; 2^ r . ^WWM«W t % 3T%E Mw ?Er cW^T? | cWY ^#T ^ TJfT ^ % 
^ % WfrfcT TOJ3Tt if Spft 3TTETc# Tf 3Rr^fE ?m ft wM 
• d w ||yi WI> ’fi 

24, jnter^t ^ we ei^te- ^ ettE w f^rnf^r wti 

ee toT % eR Tjfe retet vm t, cfr etnR e^Rt ertct wrt 






C'HFT I—'I ] 


VFR7T *?!T ■U'51'TS : araroTTTT 
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1 wn cfc amrrat <b ^ eft ^rft Tnf^rarat 

Wft 3> ufTW 3Rff& $ fcR PlwiRrl STfcTCfecT faft ^ 3ft ^ # I RBT 

3TcR Tnf^T % 8JT ( TgfSm Tffe ^ 37*T $c*f> 3ft 3ft ^ 

t i 3F 3M7W ^pt^tt w t f% wft w$ m\ siftm #r crp crtt 
ftfa 3> ’Jcf eft TIT 3?T ft MfcTcT ft3^ 37^ ft ?nft 3TTqTcff W 3Tft%3 RT ft 
^rre^r^efT str i 

25. cK^K mtorfr IT? f^LhlR^l 3RcT #fft^T7^3«rTftfaft'JJdft}3T3?tft 
Mfcfcf 3 ^; ft ^TRUcft 37 aprfftrc sjc37 wm w? I w m^rM 
?Jc37 13 -623TRft3ft 3T3R Bfft 3ftft37 cRIT 3fRTTcfr aft 31&T aft^RT ft ft3 37i 

ftcR ^m, ftr ^fr ftfti ft ftftta rr3>r srt Rr5t aft unft arftt 3?fftq3RT aft 
ft ftto a*rr ft ^ aft 3T ft fftate ft«r£ a^ftf ft ^ srraRft 

*R dl^ ft3T I 

26. Sp6 73ft?a ft feR[ W^lcfr 33 Tjftl ftfaRJe3> arfftfftTRT 1962 ft 3T#3 

fftlFT £RT 7WT fftftRci 3TT37eFT ftR3 ^ ft3T 3fR,?^. 

3Tf^m, 1976 aft 3RT 3, 3^i 8^ 9 ftft 9ft 3 PTT 3 TTCftRftt aft 

tft?3R, wft mr ft snifter ftft 1 

<J. 3TFt hI^)<J|: 

27. 3Rfft37 fftaftt ftf 3Tfft^fcRT 37ft ft 3T3 f^Hfclf ^d ftftar 3mif Wl^ft: 

(ft) 3^rf^r5t Rpfr f%cT^ Rif^iff -^r ^r f^r^sfr ^ w ^r' t^wmt arRmct 

'RT tR 3tfrPT ^ f^TR f^TZTT \jfKpTT ; 

' M : ^rt W'^i sm&tf, nrfimttfiW'm w m mfM tf\ 

3RRr f?Rrr rt ^t t, ^ ^ ^ Rrft Bt^r cTT^ts % 40 f^=rt c^ grcr fcRiR 

?, ! 3 RT I 6 rt*«s 7 TTS wt W<W 9 H ^T 40 fM 

^ fM\ % 3ra% -gRr • 
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(T) WlfacDixl TDft TlfM 31^*1 g>T 3TW? TRR f^t 

^ fcHRacT 4 TIT^cT SEFTT I 

(*j) TITterft 3n«lW<t> ; fFT?ft Tjf cT?E Tp? 3TFt I 

(®.) siRr Pitch'll cf?t ^ Ti^ei yrfET^i^ smwe ciegf cpt 5 ^pe: 37^ i 


t?^t. pmsPi, 'snhrFrft 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

NOTIFICATION 
Preliminary Findings 

New Delhi, the 3rd December, 2001 

Subject: Anti-dumping investigation concerning imports into India of Vitrified/Porcelain Tiles originating in 
exported from China PR and UAE. 

No. 37/1/2001 -dgad.— Having regard to the Customs 
Tariff Act 1975 as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping 
Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) 
Rules, 1995, thereof: 

A. PROCEDURE 

1. The procedure described below has been followed with 
regard to the investigations: 

i. The Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as 
Authority), under the Rules, received written application 
from M/s SPL Ceramics Ltd., Mundka, Bahadurgarh, 
Haryana, M/s H&R Johnson India Ltd, Maharashtra and 
M/s Murudeshwar Ceramics Ltd, Hubli have filed a 
petition alleging dumping of Vitrified/Porcelain tiles 
(hereinafter also referred to as subject goods) originating in 
or exported from Peoples’ Republic of China and United 
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Arab Emirates (UAE) (hereinafter also referred to as 
subject countries). 


ii. The Authority, on the basis of sufficient prima facie 
evidence submitted by the petitioner, decided to initiate 
investigations against imports of subject material from the 
subject countries. The Authority notified the Embassies of 
the subject countries about the receipt of dumping 
allegation before proceeding to initiate the investigations : 
accordance with sub-rule 5(5) of the Rules; 

iii. The Authority issued a public notice dated 6 lh August, 
2001 published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, 
initiating anti-dumping investigations concerning imports 
of Vitrified/Porcelain tiles of the description given in the 
initiation notification (hereinafter also referred to as the 
subject goods or vitrified tiles) and classified under custom 
Chapter 69 of Schedule 1 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 
originating in or exported from the subject countries; 

iv. The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to the 
known exporters (whose details were made available by 
the petitioner) and industry associations and gave them an 
opportunity to make their views known in writing in 
accordance with rule 6(2); 

v. The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to the 
known importers of Vitrified tiles in India and advised 
them to make their views known in writing within forty 
days from date of the letter; 


vi. Requcv w "tele to the Central Boat cl of Excise and 

Customs (i ) to arrange details of imports of 
Vitrified/Porcelain tiles for the past three years, including 
the period of investigations. 
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vii. The Authority provided a copy of the non-confidential 
petition to the known exporters and the Embassies of the 
subject countries in accordance with rules 6(3) supra; 

viii. The Authority sent a questionnaire to elicit relevant 
information, to the known exporters from China PR and 
UAE as indicated by the petitioner, as mentioned below in 
accordance with the Rule 6(4):- 

UAE 

1. A1 Khaleej Ceramics (PSC) 

2.. RAK Ceramics 

CHINA PR 

1. Foshan Shiwan Dongpeng Ceramic 
Group Co. Ltd. 

2. Eagle Brand Holding Limited 

3. Nanhai City Qiaodong Ceramics 
Co. Ltd. (Monaiisa) 

ix. Response to the initiation notifiction was received from 
M/s RAK Ceramics and M/s A1 Khaleej Ceramics, UAE 
and M/s Guangdong Province Tai Shan City Supply & 
Marketing Cooperative Company, M/s Lihua Ceramics 
Company Ltd., Nanhai Guangdong and M/s Guangdong 
New Zhong Yuan Ceramics Company from China PR. 
None of the other exporters responded. 

x. As per Rule 6(5) of Rule supra, the Designated Authority 
has also provided opportunity to the industrial users of the 
article under investigation, and to representative consumer 
organizations who can furnish information which is 
relevant to the investigation regarding dumping, injury and 
causal link. It was also mentioned in the initiation 
notification that any other interested party may also make 
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its submissions relevant to the investigation within the time 
limit set out. 

xi. The Embassies of the subject countries in New Delhi were 
informed about the initiation of the investigations in 
accordance with rule 6(2) with a request to advise the 
exporters/producers from their country to respond to the 
questionnaire within the prescribed time. A copy of the 
letter, petition and questionnaire sent to the exporter was 
also sent to the Embassies, along with a list of known 
exporters/producers; 

xii. A questionnaire was sent to the following known 
importers/ wholesale dealers of Vitrified/Porcelain tiles in 
India calling for necessary information in accordance with 
rule 6(4): 

M/s Trishla Distributors, Chenna 
M/s Fortune Enterprises,Chenna 
Kent Ceramic Tiles & Co. Pvt I ,nnai 
Bharat Marble, Kolkata 
Sun Earth Ceramics Ltd., Alibagh 
Aries Travels Pvt. Ltd., New Delhi 
Safaal Wasel Exim (P) Ltd., Kerala 
Kajaria Plus Ltd., New Delhi 

The response was, however, filed by the following 
importers of Vitrified/Porcelain tiles as per prescribed 
proforma: - 

♦ M/s Trishla Distributors 

♦ M/s N1TCO, Mumbai 

♦ M/s Kajaria Ceramics, New Delhi 

♦ M/s Safa A1 Wasel Exim Pvt. Ltd., Kochi 

♦ M/s Chinar Ceramics(India) Pvt. Ltd., Mumbai 

♦ M/s Kapsons Ceramics (India) Pvt. Ltd., Mumbai 
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<ii. /vTiCo iir:. vIn regarding injury was sought from the 

poOinww, which were also furnished; 

, i‘i, i h; Autho'.e.y kept available non-confidential version of 
the evidence presented by various interested parties in the 
form of a public file maintained by the Authority and kept 
open for inspection by the interested parties; 

xiv. The Authority conducted spot verification of the domestic 
industry to the extent considered necessary. 

xv. The cost of production of the domestic industry was also 
analysed to work out optimum cost of production and cost 
to make and sell the subject goods in India on the basis of 
Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) based 
on the information furnished by petitioner so as to 
ascertain if anti-dumping duty lower than dumping margin 
would be . efficient to remove injury to domestic industry. 

xvi. this notification represents information furnished 
cnitioner/other interested parties on confidential 
so considered by the Authority under the Rules. 

xvii. Investigation was carried out for the period starting from 
5 >l April, 2000 to 31 st March, 2001. 

B. r*CiTHO NERS* VIEWS 

2. The petitioner had expressed the following views in the 
petition with regard to dumping of Vitrified tiles and the 
injury to domestic industry as a consequence thereof: 

i) DUMPING: 

In respect of exports from China, petitioner stated that 
according to the amended rules under Custom Notification 
No.28/2001(N.T.) dated 31 s1 May, 2001, the Constructed 
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Normal Value is a good indicator for Normal Value in 
China PR for the purpose of initiation, particularly as the 
prices are being determined on the basis of international 
prices of raw materials and petitioner’s own production 
and costing data, and in view of the fact that there are no 
significant differences in the level of technology or 
operation. 

With regard to UAE, petitioner claimed Normal Value on 
the basis of price list of one of the major producers, t.e. 
M/s RAK Ceramics. 

The Export Price had been claimed on the basis of imports 
figures available with the petitioner with their OF values 
and adjustments were claimed with regard to ocean freight, 
marine insurance, inland transport, port handling and port 
charges. 

On the basis of above, the petitioner claimed that there is a 
huge dumping margin from both the subject countries 
which indicates that subject goods are coming into India at 
extremely low and dumped price. Petitioner further 
claimed that this indicates that the exporters are not even 
recovering the nominal variable cost. 

C. VIEWS OF EXPORTERS. IMPORTERS AND 
OTHER INTERESTED P ARTIES 

V IEWS OF EXPORTER S: 

3. M/s RAK Ceramics, UAE and other exporters have given 
the following comments: 

Normal Value 

The prima facie evidence of normal value from UAE has 
been considered from a so-called non-binding price list 
which does not evidence even a single concluded contract 


1. 
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or a sale in the Domestic Market. The alleged price list 
cannot be an authentic document of evidence of even the 
indicative prices since RAK Ceramics which is the major 
exporter from UAE concludes all contracts at a negotiated 
price. The evidence thus considered is not only bad in law 
for the lack of evidence of concluded contract but is also 
misleading and only a assertion which cannot be held as an 
evidence of normal value in the legal proceedings. 

i. Export Prices 

The information on the import prices of the Director of 
Commercial Intelligence and Statistics, Ministry of 
Commerce and Industry which are admittedly available 
upto December, 2000 have been adjudged, unreliable and 
insufficient. On the other hand the secondary information 
from a private operator who has apparently supplied a 
doctored information after manipulation has been relied 
upon by the complainants as more reliable than the 
Government of India, Director General of Commercial 
Intelligence and Statistics. In view of the above, the 
information on Export prices also is prima facie not an 
evidence to be recognized in the legal proceedings. 

iii. Meaningful Non-confidential 

The petition does not give any clue to vital information 
which in any case in India are public information through 
the published accounts. In view of RAK Ceramics, in a 
proceeding like this confidentiality on such information 
without any reasonable explanation or commercial 
proprietary is purposely to ensile that the exporters are 
handicapped to contest the case properly. 

iv. Injury 

Notwithstanding their right to access such an information 
RAK Ceramics has submitted that the case on injury has 
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also not only been made but is only full of assertions 
without an iota of proof of evidence. 

a. Apparently the demand has been consistently 
increasing. It has been grossly understated in the petition 
to only satisfy the de minimus test of Imports. The 
demand in fact has been increasing by *** % to *** %. 
H&R Johnson (India) Ltd., in its Directors Report of April 
2000 has clearly admitted the increase in demand by above 
*** % for the next few years. The production has been 
continuously increasing and the employment generation 
has also increased. The Sales Prices in absolute terms has 
also shown stability and growth. In a recent press 
statement, Mr. K. Chandrashekhar, General Manager has 
emphasized that the demand of the product concerned will 
grow by ***% to *** % year on year (Times of India 
11.9.2001 page 15). Profits are increasing and other 
parameters of injury apparently show a position of progress 
and strength except that decline in market share and 
capacity utilization which are also grossly untrue and have 
been derived from cover-up operations to mislead the 
Designated Authority. 

b. Capacity Utilization statistics have to be carefully 
worked out considering the time of installation, 
commencement of commercial production, unusual shut 
down, closures for major overhauling and other unforeseen 
reasons etc. 

c. It appears that the complainants have with a clear 
purpose to mislead the Designated Authority, either 
concealed Vital Information or has not given the correct 
determination of the Utilization of not only the 
complainants but also the other manufacturers. Not only 
this, the complainants themselves concealed major facts 
i.e., SPL did not disclose the fact that the new expansion 
plant came into operation on 28 November, 2000 and has 
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been used only 4 months during the year. Further SPL’s 
plant was closed for over 2 months due to major 
overhauling. Similarly HR Johnson’s plant also was 
inoperative as per reports for about 2 months due to which 
they had to go for a Run of Kiln Sale. Apparently, the 
submissions are designed to deliberately mislead and 
derive wrong conclusions. 

d. The increase in the market share of Exporters is 
apparently due to opening up of the economy allowing the 
exporters also to take up a reasonable part of the market 
share at a price which is not only competitive but also non- 
dumped which apparently is the case of Imports from 
UAE. 

e. Thus the assertions that lower capacity utilisation and 
loss of market share is the conclusive proof of Injury, 
while the unit price realisation increases, production 
capacity utilization, sales value & volume and profits 
(considering same levels of operations, efficiency, 
productivity and operations, efficiency, productivity and 
operational cost controls) keeps growing leaps and bounds 
is a misnomer, as detailed herein after, in the detailed 
company-wise analysis of various factors of injury. These 
conclusively rebut the assertions and misleading 
presentations made through the complainants. 

f. The company-wise analysis of injury indicators based 
on their annual reports and other available evidence for 
each individual company conclusively prove that the case 
of injury has not at all been made out at all even prima 
facie and as such the case deserves to be withdrawn 
forthwith. 
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Similarly, no evidence or link has also been established 
between the so-called dumping and alleged injury whereas 
only on the basis of simple assertions the petitioners have 
tried to conclude that there is a causal link. 

a. The Indian industry has neither shown 
investment in modernization in order to upgrad: 
technology which could be competitive for prod • 
goods that are in continuous demand. 

b. There is a case of lower productivity, inefficiencies, 
increased operational costs, product bottlenecks etc., 
leading to higher cost and decreased profits which has no 
relationship with the alleged exports from subh 1 * 
countries. 

c. Apparently the technology used generates high 
volumes of sub-standard production which leads to lowo 
realization and higher losses. 

d. The domestic manufacturers have very high 
marketing cost which along with high volume of sub 
standard goods produced through the non-competitive 
technology results into low realization and higher losses. 

e. Petitioners themselves have through Directors 
Reports, Chairman’s overview and/ or corporate 
challenges, analysis etc. admitted the following reasons for 
loss of : " wesion and sales and resultant impacts 
margb 


^ Modification and up-gradation of major plants and 
equipment’s leading to loss in 2 months 
production. 

♦ Earthquake in Gujarat causing Sales decline 
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♦ Loss of production due to overhauling of Diesel 
Generation sets. 

♦ Lnd ol Sales Tax exemption to some units. 

♦ Teething problems in vitrified plant. 

♦ Rise in operational cost particularly Raw 
materials. Power and Labour leading to shrink in 
margins. 

♦ inability to retain the reduction in excise duty 

♦ Continuous threat, price undercutting from the 
small scale sector. 

♦ Unfair competition within the organized sector in 
India. 

The causal link, therefore, is within the domestic industry 
itself as evidenced and admitted by the complaints 
themselves, which by no stretch of imagination could be 
attributed to the exports of subject countries. 


VI EWS OF IMPORTERS: 

4. The importers have given the following comments: 

i) Imported product information: The petition is confusing 
with regard to the product on which the petitioner is 
seeking duties. The description of the product mentioned in 
the petition is as under: 

“Unglazed tiles in polished or unpolished finish and 
Glazed Porcelain/Ceramic tiles both with less than 3% 
water absorption (commonly known as vitrified 
tiles/Porcelain Piles)”. 

The ill-defined product description has severely 
handicapped the other parties from defending their 
interests. 
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ii) L Standing of the petitioners : The petitioners have 
included SPL, Johnson, Murudeshwar, Bell Granilo, 
Restile, Spartek and Sun Earth as the Indian producers of 
the subject goods. However, when the product itself is not 
dear, it is not understood hovV the petitioners have 
established their standing. In case “ceramic tiles” are 
within the scope of the present investigations, the 
following companies also produce ceramic tiles in the 
Country: 

Kajaria Ceramics 
NITCO 

. Orient Ceramics 
Pedder & Pedder 
Regency Ceramics 
Bell Ceramics 
Anantraj Industries 
Gold Coin Ceramics 

The above is not an exhaustive . ;»i r ceramic tiles 
producers in India. It is not dear why .hese producers have 
not been included in she petition. The tiles produced by 
these producers have not been segregated from the tiles 
which are the subject matter of the present investigations. 

iii. Petitioners are importing the product: 

One of the petitioner companies itself is importing the 
subject product. The imports are understood to be through 
an affiliate company. In any event, this company cannot 
form part of domestic industry. 

iv. The petitioners have included ceramic mosaic tiles for the 
purpose of export price calculations. Even the huge price 
difference between these mosaic (priced at around Rs. 75 
per unit) and vitrified tiles (priced at around Rs. 284 per 
unit) has been ignored by the petitioners. This amounts to 
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..■..•pruning gold with silver. In any event, the petitioners 
ve no complaint of dumping against ceramic mosaic 
dies. Such being the case, the petitioner cannot include 
this for the purpose of export price calculations. 

v. Tampering of the data: From the import information 
enclosed in the petition, it is evident that the information 
enclosed by the petitioners is not a copy of the information 
provided by International Business Information Service, 
Mumbai, nor have the petitioners clarified anywhere in the 
petition whether tlv data received by them from IBIS has 
been filtered by them. The information provided by IBIS 
has been used as an evidence . Such evidence could not 
have been tampered by the petitioners while providing the 
same to the Designated Authority. 

vi. Discounts on price list ofJUAE exporters: The petitioner 
have detc in'ned normal value in UAE on the basis of price 
list* in UAE. In case the petitioners claim that prices 
qu- «the price lists are representative of the prevailing 

:n we request the Designated Authority to kindly 
mg i the price lists of the petitioner companies for 
the [ r >se of injury and injury margin. 

Export price: As stated earlier, the petitioner have, in their 
kt- to show lower prices, included even CERAMIC 
MOSAIC TILES for calculating export price. By no 
stretch of imagination mosaic tiles and vitrified tiles be 
treated as similar. This tantamount to combining gold 
with silver. The export price is required to be computed 
again after removing mosaic tiles. 

Petition does not deal with all injury parameters: It is 

noteworthy that WTO Dispute Settlement Body has held 
that petitioners are required to give information in respect 
of all injury parameters. However, it is found that the 
petitioners have not given information in respect of even 
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those parameters which have been listed in proforma. The 
petitioners have not provided evidence of injury in respect 
of following injury parameters: 

a) Lost contracts 

b) Employment 

c) Selling prices 

d) Price undercutting 

e) Price suppression 

f) Price depression 

ix. Injury and causal link: There is no injury to the 
petitioners. The injury, if any, is not due to the alleged 
dumping of subject goods from subject countries. These 
are several other factors responsible for injury. 

a. Alleged increase in imports must be seen alongwith the 
fact that the import of tiles was under restricted list of 
imports prior to April, 2000. Further, the imports must be 
seen alongwith the phenomenal increase in demand, 
capacity and production. While the imports grew from nil 
to 1.20 lac sq. meters, the sales of the Indian Producers 
grew from *** lacs sq.meters to *** lacs even as per 
petition. 

The alleged increase in imports must be seen alongwith the 
attempts of the petitioners to include CERAMIC MOSAIC 
TILES, not a subject matter of present investigations. Such 
imports must be excluded by the domestic industry before 
increase in imports or their share in demand in assessed. 

b. Market share of imports from the two countries was less 
than 2%, considering the sales volumes of the petitioners 
and actual imports of subject goods. However, it is 
noteworthy that the petitioners have not included sales of 
other Indian Producers for demand assessment. When 
these sales are added, the market share of imports from the 
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two countries in demand would be even lower. The 
imports were de-minimus with reference to demand of the 
product in the country. 

c. It is presumptive to state that the share of imports from the 
subject countries is already as high as 5.16%, it has been 
presumed by the petitioners that the rate of increase in 
imports would be higher than the rate of increase in 
demand. There is neither a basis nor warrant for such 
conjecture. 

d. Thai share of imports in terms of demand as criteria for de- 
minimis may not have been specifically provided in the 
Indian Rules. However, rules of other countries, which are 
quite elaborate and comprehensive, clearly have a 
provision that volume of imports shall be considered as de¬ 
minimus in case the same is less than 1% individually and 
less than 3% collectively of demand of the product in the 
country. 

e. It is relevant to point out that even Indian Rules provide for 
termination of investigations in case the injury is 
negligible. The injury in this case is negligible since the 
entire share of imports in demand in the country is less 
than 1% individually and less than 3% collectively. 

f. Production of the petitioner companies has phenomenally 
increased. This is an open secret, even when the petitioners 
have attempted to claim this information confidential. 

g. There is no actual decline in capacity utilization. In fact, 
there cannot be decline in capacity utilization when the 
production has phenomenally increased. The alleged 
decline in capacity utilization must be seen along with 
capacity additions in the industry in general and petitioners 
in particular. Since new companies have commenced 
production, they cannot naturally dream of optimum 
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utilization immediately after commercial production - 
whether dumping or no dumping. We request the 
Designated Authority to direct the petitioners to disclose 
company-wise data on all injury parameters. 


h. Sales volumes of the petitioners shows phenomenal 
increase. It rather shows sign of a growing and healthy 
industry. 


i. Cost of production of one of the petitioner company is 
much lower than its selling price. This company is making 
significant profits. In fact, the profits of this company have 
shown very significant improvement. This implies that 
either other producers are having higher cost of production 
(for which the exporters can not be blamed) or selling 
prices of Indian Producers is lower (for which again the 
exporters cannot be blamed). 

j. One of the petitioner companies has very recently 
introduced a tile (brand name “ Porselano”) which is 
claimed to be far superior to the alleged dumped product. 
The price of this tile to the end consumer (Rs. 80 sq.ft. 
MRP) is far lower than the resale price of imported 
product. 

k. There are significant capacity additions in the recent 
period, which is much more than the demand of the 
product in India. Imports of about *** sq meters cannot 
prevent the Indian producers from not utilizing capacity to 
the extent of about ***. This cannot be a reason for lower 
capacity utilization and hence loss of production. 

l. Petition is full of conjectures: The petitioners have 
merely made statements, unsubstantiated with sufficient 
evidence. The statements on price undercutting, 
suppression, etc. are mere statements. Even if it is 
assumed that dumping took place, it is not understood how 
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the petitioners could refer to continued dumping”, even 
when the imports have started now. Evidently, other 
factors have forced the Indian producers to make losses. 

m. Profit/loss: The petitioners have claimed that their profits 
have declined. The statement must be seen alongwith 
individual company’s performance, decline in capacity 
utilization by 8.29% (*** Lacs Sq. Meter) against imports 
of *** sq. meters and effect of the volume of imports on 
the sales of the domestic industry. The fact is that older 
companies are running with reasonable profitability, while 
the newer companies could be making losses due to 
obvious lower capacity utilization. However, we strongly 
believe that none of the participating companies should be 
making losses. None of these parameters can be linked to 
dumping. 

x. Huge profits in Past: The Indian Producers were earlier 
making huge profits in the past. In fact, Naveen has been 
posting higher profits year after year in respect of vitrified 
tiles. 


D. COMMENTS OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY ON 
THE ISSUED RAISED BY IMPORTERS AND 
EXPORTERS 

5. (i) Standing: 

It has been stated by the importers that the petition 
lacks standing as SPL who is one of the petitioners, 
had either directly or through related companies 
imported the alleged dumped products in significant 
quantities. The contention of the importers is not 
supported either by the facts or the provisions of law. 
SPL has not imported the alleged dumped products 
from the alleged sources during the period of 
investigation nor prior to that. It is the unambiguous 
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position in law that only those producers who have 
imported the alleged products may be excluded from 
the definition of domestic industry. That not being the 
case, the inclusion of SPL as a part of the domestic 
industry is perfectly supported by the facts and the 
law. The determination by the Designated Authority 
with regard to the standing of the petitioners to file the 
application on behalf of the domestic producers of 
vitrified tiles is fully justified and the argument of the 
importers has no merit whatsoever. 

(ii) Normal Value: 

It has been alleged that the prima facie evidence with 
regard to the Normal Value is bad in law as reliance 
has been placed on the non-binding price list of one of 
the UAE producers. The importers further go on to 
say that the evidence is bad as the petitioners have not 
supplied even a single evidence of a concluded 
contract. The argument of the importers that the 
petitioners should have produced evidence of 
concluded contracts is a preposterous proposition on 
ethical as well legal grounds. The importers are, as 
per their own admission, aware that UAE producers 
sell their goods at negotiated prices. If this is true, 
then the domestic industry cannot be expected legally 
or in practice to get the confidential documents of two 
commercial entities. In this connection, the domestic 
industry has drawn the attention of the Designated 
Authority to Para 1 (a) of Part III of the Application 
Proforma wherein it has been unambiguously 
mentioned that price’list can be a reasonable indicator 
of the Normal Value in the home market of the 
exporters. Perhaps the importers are not aware that the 
price list is considered as an excellent prima facie 
evidence to justify the initiation of an investigation. 
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(iii) Export Price: 

It lias been alleged by the importers that the domestic 
industry has submitted unreliable and ‘doctored’ 
information to mislead the Designated Authority. In 
this connection, attention of the Designated Authority 
has been drawn to the fact that the domestic industry 
has made all attempts to be as transparent as possible 
by giving all the data which they could possibly collect 
in a reasonable manner. Since a large number of 
importers have imported the product under 
consideration under different headings for reasons 
which can only be explained by them, we had to carry 
out a detailed analysis of the available data. 
Nonetheless, it is the duty and obligation of the 
importers to first provide their own import data before 
they acquire the right to comment upon the data 
furnished by the domestic industry and accepted by the 
Designated Authority as sufficient evidence to justify 
the initiation of an investigation. It is true that 
Chapter Heading 69.14 has many other products than 
the product under consideration but it is equally untrue 
to say that we have included the same while making 
the estimates of the imports. In any case, the 
importers are in a much better position to now give 
their information to the Designated Authority, if they 
consider that the information given by the domestic 
industry is inaccurate. We would also like to submit 
that the importers have for strange reasons chosen to 
keep confidential even those figures which are 
supposed to be a part of the non-confidential version 
of our petition. Obviously, they do not want us to 
comment on the propositions made by them. 
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(iv) Injury: 

Since the submissions made by the importers are so 
outrageously mischievous and outrightly false, we consider 
it appropriate to first deal with them only on the issues of 
facts at this stage: 

a) In this connection, it may be mentioned that the 
importers need to be aware of the fact that under the 
Anti-dumping Rules, the test of de minimus volume is 
done only as a percent of the total imports and not a as 
a proportion of the total demand. Therefore, there is 
no reason whatsoever for the domestic industry to 
understate the demand as suggested by the importers. 

b) In Directors’ Report of HRJ, the future demand 
mentioned is generally indicative o ihe entire tile 
industry. Moreover, the importers b , onvenienlly 
overlooked the following para: 

“However, expected opening up of imports of Wall & 
Floor Tiles next year and increased competition from 
small scale sector is likely to keep the market fiercely 
competitive. 

Your Company has been preparing itself to face this 
scenario by continuously upgrading its plants, 
introducing new value added products and improving 
its service levels. 

We are confident that with the strategies adopted and 
already implemented, the future outlook for your 
company remains encouraging. ” 

The Press Statement of Mr. K. Chandrasekhar - 
General Manager (Sales) made during the launch of 
“Porselano” (Glazed Porcelain tiles) referred to our 
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expectation that the demand should grow. However, it 
does not follow that profits are also increasing. 

c) SPL’s Vitrified Tiles plant commenced commercial 
production in March 2000 and not November 2000, as 
stated by the importers. The importers have deliberately 
made this statement to bias the Designated Authority 
against the merits of the case made by the domestic 
industry. 

d) It may be clarified that the domestic industry had 
indeed taken into account the capacities of Sun Earth 
Ceramics & Spartek for calculation of standing of the 
petitioner industry. Further, the importers, as the rest 
of their submissions, have made yet another 
misleading statement. The unit of Madhusudan 
Ceramics and Sun Earth Ceramics manufacture only 
Ceramic Glazed Wall / Floor tiles and not vitrified 
tiles. 

e) >jr 4 n , the year 1999-2000 there was no sale of 
vitrE tiles by SPL. As such the figures are not at 
all comparable. Further, SPL’s realization per MT 
increased mainly in value added products in glazed 
tiles segment while the case has been filed only for 
vitnfied tiles. The irrelevance and mischievousness of 
the contention made by the importers is obvious. 

f) The increase in production capacity during the period 
of investigation is mainly because of additional floor 
tiles capacity put up at Kadi plant at Gujarat. In this 
case, we are concerned only with vitrified tiles. 

g) There was no production loss of vitrified tiles because 
of plant/equipment maintenance and upgradation. 
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h) There is no loss of production of vitrified tiles because of 
overhauling of diesel generating sets as SPL had enough 
standby generation capacity to run the particular unit of 
vitrified tiles. 

i) The earthquake in Gujarat in the month of January 2001 
had no effect on production of vitrified tiles as the plant for 
the same is located in Haryana. The importers have 
deliberately and knowingly ignored this fact with a view to 
confuse the issues. 

j) As already mentioned above, the commencement of 
production of vitrified tiles was in March, 2000. The 
complainant has wrongly taken the commencement of 
production in November 2000. This is misrepresentation of 
facts and there is no concealing of facts by SPL as has been 
alleged. 

k) The increase in total income during the first quarter of 
2001-02 compared to corresponding quarter of previous 
year was not only because of vitrified tiles sales but also 
the sales of floor tiles of around Rs. 514 ** lacs from the 
new commissioned floor tiles plant at Kadi in November 
2000. 

l) The importers/exporters have referred time and again to 
figures which do not pertain to the production and sale of 
vitrified tiles and are confusing with production of wall 
and floor tiles in SPL plants. Thus, there is no relevance of 
adjustment of profits in view of the above. The growth of 
exports of SPL is on account of growth in wall and floor 
tiles exports. 

m) It is apparent from the above that all the contentions of the 
importers are based on misrepresentation, completely 
wrong interpretation of facts, figures and Anti-dumping 
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Rules and therefore, has no substance in relation to the 
period of investigation for vitrified tiles. 

n) HRJ manufactures Wall & Floor tiles in addition to the 
Vitrified Tiles. The Company has 4 plants in various parts 
of the country. The achievement shown in the Director’s 
Report are combined achievement and not necessarily only 
because of vitrified tiles. The details regarding vitrified 
tiles have already been submitted separately. 

o) HRJ has been continuously adding capacity in last 2 years 
and therefore production has been increasing due to 
increase in the installed capacity. 

p) The capacities are added to achieve higher economy of 
scale particularly in a capital intensive industry. Again the 
total capacity as mentioned in the Balance Sheet cannot be 
compared as it comprises of Wall, Floor & Vitrified tiles 
and therefore is not any indicator. 

q) It is admitted fact that the Thane factory of HRJ is one of 
the oldest factory of the Company and outdated both in 
terms of technology as well as product mix. The Thane 
factory does not manufacture Vitrified Tiles. 

r) Anti-dumping Rules clearly provide that a proper 
application has to be filed by or on behalf of the domestic 
industry which accounts for at least 25% of the domestic 
production. The fact that some of the companies have not 
expressly supported the application is of no consequence 
either legally or in an economic sense. The conditions 
required for an application to form a valid application have 
been meticulously fulfilled by the petitioners. 
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s) The Petitioners are using state-of-the-art Italian technology 
for producing tiles and the claim is also evidenced from the 
capital expenditure. Indian industry has been continuously 
making investment & up-gradation of their manufacturing 
capabilities. HRJ spent an amount of Rs. *** Crores in 
last 4 years. The vitrified tiles factory of HRJ has been set 
up using the best of the plant & machinery and technology 
available in the world. The Italian technology for vitrified 
tiles is undisputedly acknowledged as the best in the world. 
The plant of HRJ has been supplied by SACMI of Italy, the 
major supplier of vitrified tiles plant in the world. 

t) Vitrified tiles manufactured by HRJ have been very well 
accepted as can be seen by the fact that HRJ has received 
the PSB Certification from Singapore and Balogne 
Certificate from Italy. Therefore calling their tiles as 
inferior is totally misleading. In fact HRJ manufactures a 
high 70% of first quality Vitrified tiles. HRJ products are 
as good as the best products available in the world and it 
now exports to countries in Europe, Middle East and Far 
East. 

u) The Petitioners (HRJ) have not resorted to any sale on Run 
of Kiln basis. The allegation is strongly objected and also 
merits a case of defamation. However, the importers 
should be asked to produce evidence for such a claim. 

v) The tiles being marketed by HRJ as Porselano is indeed 
Vitrified Porcelain tiles contrary to the claim and due to 
total ignorance of the importers. 

w) It is strange and shocking to see the argument of the 
importers that duty should not be imposed in consumer 
interest. The major exporter from UAE namely RAK 
Ceramics has itself admitted that they have been supplying 
3rd and 4th quality tiles to India. Consumer interest cannot 
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be furthered by bringing 3rd & 4th quality products. 
Majority of imports are of 4th quality as admitted by RAK 
Ceramics in their submission and therefore the importers 
are misleading by making false claim of bringing 
exclusive/outstanding products. 

E. EXAMINATION OF THE ISSUES RAISED 

6. The foregoing submissions made by the exporters, 
importers, petitioner and other interested parties, to the extent 
these are relevant as per Rules and to extent these have a bearing 
upon the case, have been examined and considered and have 
been dealt with at appropriate places in the notification. 

F. PRODUCT UNDER CONSID ERATION & SCOPE 
OFINVESTIGATION 

7. The product under consideration claimed by the 
petitioners and mentioned in the Initiation Notification is 
“Unglazed tiles in polished or unpolished finish and Glazed 
Porcelain/Ceramic tiles both with less than 3% water 
absorption(commonly known as Vitrified Tiles/Porcelain tiles)” 
originating in or exported from subject countries. 
Vitrified/Porcelain tiles are glazed and unglazed tiles and are 
used primarily for coverings for floors as well as on walls. 
These tiles are used in buildings, homes, restaurants, cinema 
halls, airports, swimming pools, railway stations etc.. 

Petitioners have claimed that all types of unglazed tiles are 
classified in chapter heading 69.07. However, unglazed tiles are 
also being imported under Chapter heading 69.14, as* other 
articles of porcelain. In addition, glazed porcelain tiles are being 
imported under Chapter heading 69.14 with various descriptions 
like G.P. Tiles, Porcelain Tiles, Gres Porcelenato Tiles, 
Porcelain Vitrified Tiles, etc. It has further been stated that the 
Glazed Porcelain Tiles, being imported under Chapter heading 
69.14 are substitutable with the unglazed tiles of Chapter 
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Heading 69.07 in terms of properties, uses, functions, 
distribution channels etc. Petitioners have further submitted that 
jGlazed Porcelain Tiles are erroneously being classified under 
Chapter Heading 69.14 by many importers. These products are 
rightly classifiable under Chapter Heading 69.08 as Glazed 
Tiles. Therefore, petitioners requested that the investigations be 
carried out against the product under consideration irrespective 
of the classification under which they are being imported. 
Customs classifications are indicative only and are in no way 
binding on the scope of the present investigation. 

However, the domestic industry clarified to the Authority 
that the description in their application as well as the Initiation 
Notification does not cover industrial tiles even though the same 
are produced by the process of vitrification. They, therefore, 
requested that industrial vitrified tiles may be excluded from the 
scope of the present investigation as the same are not competing 
or substitutable with the allegedly dumped imports. On an 
examination of the material available, the Authority accepts the 
contention of the domestic industry and clarifies that the vitrified 
industrial tiles are not covered in scope of investigation. 

G. LIKE ARTICLE 

8. (a) Rule 2(d) of the Anti-Dumping Rules specifies that “Like 
Articles” means an article which is identical or alike in all 
respects to the product under investigation or in the 
absence of such an article, another article, having 
characteristics closely resembling those of the articles 
under examination. 

(b) The petitioners have claimed that the goods produced by 
them are like articles to the goods originating in or 
exported from subject countries. Therefore, 
Vitrified/Porcelain tiles produced by the petitioners and 
imported from subject countries should be treated as ‘like 
articles’ in accordance with the Anti-dumping Rules. 
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(c) The exporters/importers have argued that the tiles imported 
by them are different in quality. However, no evidence has 
been adduced by them to indicate that the imported4iles are 
not substituting the domestically produced tiles either 
technically or commercially. The Authority notes that the 
vitrified tiles produced by the domestic industry has 
characteristics which are similar to those of the tiles 
imported from the subject countries. The channels of 
distribution, end-use, etc., also indicate that the imported 
tiles are like articles to the product under consideration. 

(d) In view of the above, the Authority holds that 
Vitrified/Porcelain tiles produced by the domestic industry 
and those being imported from the subject countries are 
‘Like Articles’ within the meaning of the Rules. 

H. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

9. The petition has been filed by M/s SPL Ltd., M/s H&R 
Johnson India Ltd. and M/s Murudeshwar Ceramics Ltd. The 
petitioners have claimed that they account for almost 60% of the 
total Indian production in terms of sq. mtrs. of the subject goods. 
It has been argued that the petitioners do not have the standing to 
file the application as the production of many other producers of 
tiles has not been taken into consideration for determining the 
standing criteria. The importers have specifically named few 
producers of tiles in support of their contention. The Authority 
has examined the contentions made by the importers in this 
regard as well as the evidence available on record. The 
producers referred to by the importers are not producing 
vitrified/porcelain tiles i.e., ceramic tiles with less than 3% water 
absorption and therefore, the question of inclusion of their 
production for the purpose of standing, does not arise, it has also 
been mentioned that there are several small scale producers of 
tiles whose production has also not been accounted for. The 
Authority hereby clarifies that under the Anti Dumping Rules, 
the Authoiity is required to take into account only the production 
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of the product under consideration. In the instant case, the scope 
of investigation is restricted only to vitrified tiles as defined 
under the product under consideration, and the standing criteria 
for the petitioners are adequately satisfied on the basis of the 
total production of the product under consideration in the 
country. 


I. DUMPING 


Normal Value 


10. Under Section 9A(1)(C) normal value in relation to an 
article means: 

* 

(i) The comparable price, in the ordinary course of trade, 
for the like article when meant for consumption in the 
exporting country or territory as determined in 
accordance with the rules made under sub-section(6); or 

(ii) when there are no sales of the like article in the ordinary 
course of trade in the domestic market of the exporting 
country or territory, or when because of the particular 
market situation or low volume of the sales in the 
domestic market of the exporting country or territory, 
such sales do not permit a proper comparison, the 
normal value shall be either - 

(a) comparable representative price of the like article 
when exported from the exporting country or 
territory or an appropriate third country as 
determined in accordance with the rules made 
under sub-section (6); or 

(b) the cost of production of the said article in the 
country of origin along with reasonable 
addition for administrative, selling and general 
costs, and for profits, as determined in 
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accordance with the rules made under sub¬ 
section (6)”; 

Separate provisions have been made in the Anti Dumping Rules 
for non market economy countries vide amendments notified on 
15.07.1999 and 31.05.2001. 

CHINA PR 

11. The Authority sent questionnaires to all the known 
exporters for the purpose of determination of normal value in 
accordance with Section 9A(l)(c). However, none of the 
exporters from China responded to the Authority in the 
prescribed questionnaire format nor have they provided adequate 
information. The Authority, therefore, holds that none of the 
exporters from China has cooperated with the Authority as 
envisaged under the Rules. The domestic industry has furnished 
information with regard to the normal value in China based on 
the constructed cost of production. In view of non-cooperation 
from the exporters from China, the Authority has determined 
normal value in China on the basis of the constructed cost of 
production. 

Export Price 

12. None of the exporters from China has cooperated with the 
Authority by providing sufficient and complete information with 
regard to export volume and prices. Large exports of subject 
goods from China have started very recently and the data are not 
available from DGCI&S. In view of above, the data has been 
compiled by the domestic industry from secondary sources. 
Further adjustments has been given on account of freight, marine 
insurance, commission, port handling etc., to arrive at net export 
price on the basis of evidence provided by domestic industry. 
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Dumping Margin 

The principles governing the determination of normal 
value, export price and the dumping margin as laid down in the 
Custom Tariff Act and the Anti Dumping Rules are elaborated in 
Annexure I to the Rules. The dumping margin for exports of the 
subject goods from China comes to 247 % of the export price. 

UAE 

13. None of the exporters except M/s RAK Ceramics, has 
provided information in the prescribed questionnaire format. 

As regards M/s RAK Ceramics, the domestic industry has 
made their submissions as follows: 

• that the submissions made by the said exporter cannot be 
taken cognizance of in the absence of a proper non- 
confidential version of the exporter’s response to the 
questionnaire. Further, the exporter has not bothered even to 
give non-confidential version or the indexed form of crucial 
appendices such as Appendices 4, 5, 6, 8, 9 and 10. In effect, 
the domestic industry has been deliberately blocked by the 
exporter from commenting on the price structure, total sales, 
adjustments etc. claimed by the exporter. The information 
submitted by the exporter cannot be accepted in the absence 
of proper non-confidential version. Therefore, the response 
of the exporter needs to be summarily rejected until they 
fulfill their legal obligations. 

• The exporter has mentioned that the models sold to India are 
different from the models sold within UAE and to other 
countries. However, it appears that no specifications have 
been provided to establish, on the basis of technical 
parameters, as to how the models are different. The 
submissions have therefore been made on the basis of self- 
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serving statements and analysis. It is a well-settled principle 
of anti-dumping that physical differences are allowed to be 
adjusted only on the basis of the differences in cost which can 
be attributed to such established differences. Mere 
statements, conjectures and surmises are not sufficient to 
classify the products in a manner only to avoid anti-dumping 
duties. Further, the claims made by the exporter are 
contradictory. If the sales are to the end-users, where is the 
question of claiming quantity discount. The exporter has not 
given the Sales Arrangement as required under Para ‘C’ itself. 
Therefore, the information submitted by the exporter needs to 
be rejected as incomplete and unreliable. 

• Under the anti-dumping laws and practice, adjustment on 
account of quality can be permitted only if the same can be 
demonstrated by physical attributes. Such claims cannot be 
permitted on account of differential price realization. The 
exporter has also not given the details of the actual credit 
advanced and has combined the domestic sales as well sales 
to other countries. 

• The cost method adopted by RAK is highly objectionable and 
not sustainable because the cost of the product is the same 
irrespective of the grade. It is preposterous to suggest that the 
cost of the product is dependant upon the sales realization, 
whatever is the grade. Further, RAK itself has admitted that it 
does not have any cost accounting system and as and when 
required, “indicative, cost” are made. In the same breath they 
state that there are no material differences between the 
production cost data supplied in reply to the questionnaire and 
in the cost data normally determined by using the Accounting 
System. 

14. The above issues have been carefully examined by the 
Authority. The Authority finds considerable merit in the 
arguments advanced by the domestic industry. It has been 
noticed that the information required in the non-confidential 
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version has not been provided as pointed out by the domestic 
industry. The Authority also notes that the basis of gradation of 
different types of subject goods has not been brought out which 
makes it difficult to make proper comparison to carry out the 
dumping and injury margin analysis. The Authority also notes 
that the exporter has not given any cogent reasons for 
considering different costs for different grades of tiles. 

In view of the above, the Authority has decided to ignore 
the information submitted by M/s RAK Ceramics and other 
exporters from UAE. The preliminary determination is 
therefore, made on the basis of the best information available on 
record. 

15. Based on the above, the dumping margin for all 
exporters from UAE has been worked out as 148% of 
export price. 

J. INJURY & CAUSAL LINK 

16. Analysis of injury to the domestic industry has been done 
on the basis of the information available on record and the 
verification done by the officials of the Directorate General of 
Anti-dumping & Allied Duties. The following parameters have 
been analysed for the purpose of assessment of injury to the 
domestic industry: 

Sales Volume & Value 

The domestic industry claimed that the vitrified tiles industry is 
not very old in India. It was precisely when the industry was 
hoping to come out of the red in the last financial year, dumping 
from the subject countries resulted in increase in losses despite 
some improvement in sales volume and marginal increase in 
sales prices over the last two years. The Authority observes that 
there is an increase in the sates volume as well as sales value 
over the last two years. The unit price realization has also gone 
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up by about *** % in the period of investigation over the 
previous year but these increases have to be judged in the 
context of the additional capacities that had been created during 
this period and the extent of dumping, landed values vis-a-vis 
the selling prices of the domestic industry and the return on 
investment made by the domestic industry. 

Market share of the imports from China and UAE 


An examination of the import data for the subject goods would 
indicate that the imports (as a percent of the total imports) from 
the subject countries namely, China and UAE account for about 
71% during the period of investigation. 


Year 

Imports from subject 
countries (Sq mtrs.) 

Total Imports 

'% share 

1998-99 

0.00 

121.00 

{0.00% 

1999-2000 

0.00 

8.22 

10.00% 

April 2000-March 
2001 

V". «»■"■«* .vivn ft 1-rtw.YV • xwAtvy^viWn >wmYi 

119570.00 

169246.70 

70.65% 


The Authority being aware that the imports of the subject goods 
were restricted in the years 1998-1999 and 1999-2000, decided 
to carry out an inter se trend analysis within the period of 
investigation. An examination of the import figures indicates 
that the imports from the subject countries have risen drastically 
in the second half of the period of investigation as compared to 
the first half. Of the total imports from the subject countries 
made during 2000-2001 i.e., the period of investigation, only 
6.42% came during the first half while 93.58% was imported in 
the second half. Thus, it is clear that the imports from the 
subject countries show an alarming increasing trend within the 
period of investigation. There is an increase of over fifteen times 
in imports in the second half as compared to the first half of the 
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period of investigation. The Authority notes that the total 
imports also show a similar trend over during the very first year 
of opening up of imports but the change is not as drastic and 
marked as in the case of the subject countries. The rate of growth 
of imports within the period of investigation is a sufficient 
indicator of injury to the domestic industry. This fact has also to 
be viewed in the context of the abnormally low prices from the 
subject countries. 


Particulars 

1st Half 

2nd Half 

Total for 2000-2001 


mm 

By V* 

Value(in 

Rs) 

Qiy(in Sq 
mlr) 

Value(in Rs) 


Value(in Rs) 

Subject 

Countries 

7681 

2870228 

111889 

23275570 

119570 

26145798 

Other 

Countries 

12999 

3709046 

36677 

11722513 

49677 

15431559 








Grand Total 

20681 

6579274 

148567 

34998083 

169247 

41577357 








% share of imports 






From 

Subject 

Countries 

i.42% 

10.98% 

93.58% 

89.02%/ 

100.00%. 

100.00%/ 

From 

Other 

Countries 

26.17% 

24.04% 

73.83% 

75.96%/ 

100.00%. 

100.00%. 

Total 

12.22% 

15.82% 

87.78% 

84.18%/ 

100.00%! 

100.00%. 


Market Sha* ' ports from Subject Countries (% of 
Total Demar 


The Authority has calculated the total demand in the country by 
adding the total imports to the sales of the entire domestic 
industry including the petitioners as well as other producers of 
the product under consideration. The Authority notes that the 
imports from the subiect countries could aenuire a marhpt ch^rp 
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of 3.66% of the total demand in a very short period of one year. 
Considering that vitrified tiles are in the nature of consumer 
goods, a market share of 3.66% clearly constitutes a significant 
proportion. If only the second half of the period of investigation 
is considered, the market share of dumped imports will be much 
higher. Moreover, the share of imports from the subject 
countries could be much more as the current estimates are only 
from select ports. 


Year 

Imports from subject 
countries (Sq mtrs) 

Total Demand 

% 

share 

1998-1999 

0.00 

1884870 

0.00% 

1999-2000 

0.00 

2372081 

0.00% 

April 00/Mar 
2001 

119570 

3262558 

3.66% 


Production & Lower Capacity Utilizatipn 


It has been stated by the domestic industry that the demand for 
the subject goods has grown in the country at a healthy rate and 
that its use over the conventional floor and wall coverings is 
steadily catching up. It has further been claimed that despite the 
existence of a growing market, their losses have gone up due to 
indiscriminate dumping by the subject countries. The Authority 
observes that the capacity utilization by the domestic industry in 
terms of square meters has gone up over the years. The domestic 
industry has argued that capacity utilization as a factor of injury 
cannot be of much significance in a product like vitrified tiles as 
the same would vary significantly depending upon the product 
mix of the tiles of different sizes being produced during a 
particular period. Thus, capacity utilization is not being 
considered as a valid indicator of the health of the industry for a 
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product like tiles where the installed capacity is also a variable 
depending upoft various factors. 


Selling Price / Profitability 


The domestic industry has stated that they have made substantial 
investments and was trying to establish itself in the last two to 
three years. It has further been argued that the incidence of 
dumping to such a large extent has inflicted considerable injury 
to the domestic industry and their losses have increased at a time 
when the domestic industry was hoping to get out of the loss 
making situation. The Authority notes that the domestic industry 
as a whole had negative returns on their investments. It is also 
noted that MCL which is making some nominal profits has also 
not been able to recover a reasonable return on its capital 
employed. Their per unit profit in tnv l;Ue terms for the 
vitrified tiles has also come down in the \ * H of investigation 
over the preceding period. 


Year 


1998-1999 


Sales Value Cost of Sales Profit/Unit 
(Rs. in lakhs) (Rs. in lakhs) 

+ * * + * * '+>(<>)< j! 


1999-2000 *** *** *** 


April 2000-March: 
2001 
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Price Undercutting 

It has been claimed that dumping by China and UAE has had a 
significant impact on the net sales realization of the domestic 
industry for the subject goods. To hold on to its market share, 
the petitioners had to compete with low priced and dumped 
imports of subject goods from China & UAE. The landed value 
of the dumped imports also indicates that there is serious price 
under-cutting taking place. 


• i; 

i 

j 

China (In Rs.) 1 

UAE (In Rs.) 

Average Selling Price of! 
Indigenous Product] 

(Excluding Excise Duty) \ 

100.00 i 

lOO.(W) 



65.63 




i 

Exfont of Price] 

Un ■* voting \ 

57.44 

34.37 


ju res) 


Price Underselling : 

The Authority has also examined the claim of the domestic 
industry that the domestic industry is suffering on account of 
losses or abnormally low return on their investments by different 
units. The Authority notes that price underselling is an important 
indicator to make an assessment of injury. The Authority has 
worked out the Non-Injurious Price for the product under 
consideration and compared the same with the landed value to 
arrive at the extent of price underselling. The analysis shows a 
significant level of incidence of price underselling causing injury 
to the domestic industry. Examination of the available evidence 
also shows that the domestic industry as a whole has suffered 
losses on its sales of vitrified tiles. Even the unit which has 
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made some profits has not been able to recover a fair and 
reasonable return on its investments. 

Inventories and Stocks 

The analysis of the stocks show that there is an increase in 
stocks to the extent of about 14% at the end of the year 2000- 
2001 as compared to the previous year. 


The fact of price underselling, extent of price undercutting, 
changes in the market share and the profitability/ROI 
parameters dearly indicate that the domestic industry has 
suffered material injury during the period of investigation caused 
by dumping from the subject countries. 

K, CAUSAL LINK 

17. In determining whether material injury to the domestic 
industry was caused by the dumped imports, the Authority took 
into account the following facts:- 

(i) Imports of subject goods from China & UAE at dumped 
prices forced the domestic industry to reduce its selling prices to 
un-remunerative level which has resulted in a situation of price 
undercutting in the Indian market. 

(ii) The imports from China & UAE suppressed the prices of 
the product in the Indian market to such an extent that the 
domestic industry was prevented from recovering its full cost of 
production and earn a reasonable return from the sale of subject 
goods in India. 

L INDIAN INDUSTRYS INTEREST & OTHER 
ISSUES 
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18. The purpose of anti dumping duties, in general, is to 
eliminate dumping which is causing injury to the petitioner 
companies and to re-establish a situation of open and fair 
competition in the Indian market, which is in the general interest 
of the country. However, fair competition on the Indian market 
will not be reduced by the anti-dumping measures, particularly 
if the levy of the anti dumping duty is restricted to an amount 
necessary to redress the injury to the petitioner companies. On 
the contrary, imposition of anti dumping measures would 
remove the unfair advantages gained by dumping practices, 
would prevent the decline of the petitioner companies and help 
maintain availability of wider choice to the consumers of 
subject material. Imposition of anti-dumping measures would 
not restrict imports from the subject countries in any way, and, 
therefore, would not affect the availability of the product to the 
consumers. 

19. To ascertain the extent of anti-dumping duty necessary to 
remove the injury to the petitioner companies, the Authority has 
relied upon non - injurious selling price of subject goods in 
India by considering the optimum cost cf production at 
optimum level of capacity utilisation for the petitioner 
companies. 

20. Injury caused to the domestic industry from factors other 
than dumping, if any, have not been considered while 
recommending the amount of Anti-Dumping Duty necessary to 
remove the injury to the domestic industry caused by dumped 
imports. 

21. The Authority does not recommend restriction on imports 
or supplies from any particular source, and therefore, 
availability of subject goods to the consumers would not be 
affected in the event of imposition of Anti-Dumping Duty. 
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M. CONCLUSION S: 

22. After considering the foregoing the Authority concludes 
that: 

(a) Subject goods originating in or exported from UAE and 
China have been exported to India below normal value, 
resulting in dumping; 

(b) The Indian industry has suffered material injury ; 

(c) The injury has been caused cumulatively by the imports 
from the subject countries. 

23. It is considered necessary to impose anti dumping duty, 
provisionally, pending final determination, on all imports of 
subject goods originating in or exported from UAE and China. 

24. The Authority considered recommending the amount of 
Anti-Dumping Duty equal to the margin of dumping or less, 
which if levied, would remove the injury to domestic industry. 
The average landed price of the imports, for the purpose, was 
compared with the non-injurious selling price of the petitioner 
companies, determined for the period of investigations. 
Wherever the difference was less than the dumping margin, a 
duty lower than the dumping margin is recommended. It is 
considered necessary to impose antidumping duty, 
provisionally, pending further investigation and final 
determination on all imports of subject goods originating in or 
exported from UAE and China. 

25. Accordingly, the Authority recommends that provisional 
anti-dumping duties be imposed on all imports of subject goods 
originating in or exported from UAE and China from the date of 
notification to be issued in this regard by the Central 
Government. The anti-dumping duty shall be the difference 
between US $ 13.62 per square metre and the landed value of 
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all the imports of subject goods originating in or exported from 
China and UAE. 

26. Landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the 
assessable value as determined by the Customs under the 
Customs Act, 1962 and all duties of customs except duties 
under Section 3, 3A, 8B, 9. 9A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

N. FURTHER PROCEDURE : 

27. The following procedure would be followed subsequent to 
notifying the preliminary findings:- 

(a) The Authority invites comments on these findings from all 
interested parties and the same would be considered in the 
final findings; 

(b) Exporters, importers, petitioner and other interested parties 
known to be interested are being addressed separately by 
the Authority. They may make known their views, within 
forty days from the date of the dispatch of this letter. Any 
other interested party may also make known its views 
within forty days from the date of publication of these 
findings. 

(c) The Authority would provide opportunity to all the 
interested parties for oral submissions to be rendered 
thereafter in writing. 

(d) The Authority would conduct further verification to the 
extent deemed necessaiy. 

(e) The Authority would disclose essential facts before 
announcing final findings. 


L. V. SAPTHARISHI. Designated Authority 
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